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ment ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce. :

By Mr., TAGUE: Telegrams relative to the proposed revenue
bill (H. R. 12863) now in conference; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of John Mitchell Literary As-
sociation, of Providence, R. I., favoring passage of legislation
endorsing self-determination for Ireland; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Ellen Lodge, No. 420, Interna-
tional Association of Machinists, of New Haven, Conn., favor-
ing extension of Government control over industries to ensure
Federal Wage Board wages; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of Minot Asso-
ciation of Commerce, Minot, N. Dak., urging the deportation
and debarment of all enemy aliens; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

SENATE.
Tuursvay, February 6, 1919.

* The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
Tollowing prayer:

Almighty God, Thou hast given to us a voice in the council
of the nations. We come before Thee that we may have the
mrance to justify the position in which Thou hast placed us in
Thy providence. We pray that every thought may be sub-
jected to the will of God; that every purpose that we have as
it Nation may take in the divine program; that we may labor
together with God for the establishment of that order which
Thou hast ordained shall come into the earth. Bless us this
day In the discharge of the sacred and holy duties of this office.
For Christ’s sake. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. CI. South,
jts Chief Clerk, announced that the House further insists upon
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate ito the bill
(H. R. 13274) to provide relief where formal contracts have
leen made in the manner required by law, agrees to the fur-
iher conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, DENT,
Mr. Freros, and Mr. Kanx managers at the conference on the
part of the House.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I present a joint resolution adopted
by the Wisconsin Legislature, which I ask to have read.

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, as follows:

Joint resolution 14,

A joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United Siates
to cooperate with the Dominion of Canada in the enlarged canaliza-
tion of the St. Lawrence River for the passage of ocean-going ves-
sels into the Great Lakes.

Whereas the Dominion of Canada has gmvided for the improvement
of the Welland Canal, connecting Lake Ontario and Lake Erie, so
that such canal will accommodate ships of 20-foot draft, 500-foot
lengg.ll and 80-foot width, work on which improvement was sus-
pen ed during the war and is now again being taken up and will be
completed in the near future; 2

Whereas the St. Lawrence River between Montreal and Lake Ontario
cau‘?l not be used by vessels of over 14-foot draft and 270-foot length ;
an

Whereas it is deemed to be a matter of great and vital impor-
tance to the United States that the St. Lawrence River be so
improved that larger vessels may be accommodated and may move
between the Great Lakes and the ocean: Now therefore be it
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concug-ri:g). That we earnestly

and urgently petition the Congress of the United States to take sue

steps as may be deemed best and most expeditious looking to the earl
improvement of the St. Lawrence River by joint arrangement wit
the Dominion of Canada.

Resolved further, That a copy of this vesolution, duly attested by
the signatures of the presiding officers and chief clerks of the two houses,
shall be transmitted to the I’resident of the Senate, to the Speaker of
the ITouse of Representatives, and to each of the Senators and Rep-
resentatives in Congress from this State,

RILEY 8. YOoUNG,
Speaker of the Asscinbly.
C. E. BHAFFER,
Ciﬁicg Clerk of the Assembly.
CDWARD ¥, DITTMAR,
President of the Senate.
D. G. MuUxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Sencte,

AMr. NEW. T send to the desk and ask that there be printed
in the Recorp a series of resolutions adopted at a meeting of
the Indianapolis Branch of the American Protective League.
The resolutions discuss the future treatment of all alien enemics

AUTHENTICATED

now in prison in this country and restrictive legislation as to
future immigration. '

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to
the Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Resolved by the Indianapolis Branch of the American Protective
League (numbering about 1,000 citizens of this community who have
served the United States Government throughout the war through ihe
Department of Justice), That the Congress of the United States be,
and it is hereby earnestly urged to take such steps as lay within its
power to cause all allen enemies who have been interned during the
war just ended to be deported to the respective countries from which
they came at the carliest practicable time; and

Resolved further, That the Congress of the United States be, and
it is hereby earnestly urged to enact such restrictive legislation as to
future immigration as will make it certain that should the misfortune
of another foreign war come u]lmn the country its citizenship shall
not be honeycombed with disloyal enemy propagandists, as it has been
during this war; and ;

Resolved further, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to
the junior Senator from Indiana and to the Representative in Congress
from this congressional district, with the request that they be epread
upon the records of the Senate and lTouse of Representatives of the
United States.

The resolution of which the foregoing is a troe copy was Ea.ased at
a meeting of the Indianapolis branch of the American Protective
League held February 1, 1919, :

k SAMUEL D. MILLER,
Chairman of the Executive Committee. -

FEBRUARY 3, 1919,

Mr. GRONNA. 1 send to the desk a brief letter with resolu-
tions from the Board of Agriculture of the State of Pennsyl-
vania, which I ask to have read.

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, as
follows : =
N FEBRUARY 4, 1919,
Ilon., AsLE J. GRONNA,

Washington, D. C.

My Deanr Sir: I am inclosing herewith copy of resolution adopted
by the Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture at their annual meet-
ing held in this city on Januvary 22 last,

Yours, very truly,
FRED RASMUSSEN, :
Seeretary of Agriculture.
Report of committee on resolutions.

Whereas many oI the destitute people of Europe are suffering for want
of food and are looking to America for sustenance until their 1919
crops mature ; and

Whereas many of our farms have not produced maximum crops because
of the lack of sufficient experienced farm laborers, and as the same
condition will prevail the coming year unless it is definitely known
within a short time when the farm laborers serving in the United
States Army will return, so that proper arrangements and plans
can be made for the coming year's crops: Therefore be it
Resolped by the State board of agriculture, in session at Harrisburg,

Pa., this 22d day of Janwary, A. D. 1919, That the anthorities at Wash-

ington be informed of the seriousness of the situation, so that legisla-

tion or regulations be adopted tplacin farm laborers in the most
essential class and steps taken for their immediate discharge of all
sueh men serving in the Army at home and abroad.

Whereas in the great readjustment that will take qlace shortly in the
economic conditions of all classes of life it is important that the
labor standards and prices of commedities be kept at a Eﬂrity B0
that the farmer's portion thereof be just and equitable: Therefore
be it
Resolved, That we ave opposed to any of the proposed schemes of

land grants and Government-aided farmers, because we believe there
is a grave danger of the same disastrous results which took place after
the War of the Rebellion, when the Government stimulated Increased
farms and would-be farmers caused such an overproduction of farm
products that prices of farm crops were below cost of productlon,
corn becoming cheaper than coal was used for. fuel, this violation
of the unchangeable laws of supply and demand causing deprivation,
misery, and the

X failure which s(;vervzgellged‘ ttltm fatém&rs of“t.!f:e é-ﬂ t}
¥ and in addition causing the depletion o e soil fer
?g‘im‘:eﬁstlhna throughout the great West that is Leyond redemption.
Whereas the results of our war activities have shown that much of
the waste of time, treasure, and life has been caused by our un-
preparedness and our mistaken sense of security through our sup-
posed isolation and material prosperity : Therefore be it
Resolved, That we are in favor of a system of universal military
training similar to that known as the Swiss.
. Joux A. WoODWARD,
Donis L. FULEMAN,
J. N. GLOVER,
Norris G. TEMPLE,
A, C. Cruasy,
Committee.

Mr. GRONNA presenfed a memorial of the Association of
Commerce of Minot, N. Dak., remonstrating ngainst the retorn
to the United States of Germans and Austrians who formerly
livedd in this country, and praying for the deportation of all
enemy aliens now interned here, which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

Ie also presented a petition of sundry ministers of the Re-
formed Church of America, praying for the independence of
Armenia, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations,

He also presented a petition of Commodore Barry Council,
No. 533, Knights of Columbus, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for
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the freedom of Ireland, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of James River Lodge, No. 322,
Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of America, of Jamestown,
N. Dak., and a petition of Loecal Lodge No. 2, International As-
sociation of Machinists, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., praying for
Government ownership of railroads, which were referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 789, Inter-
national Association of Mnchinists, of Grand Forks, N. Dak,,
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the bill pro-
viding for Government control of railroads, which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

He also presented a petition of the Northwestern Lumber-
men's Association, in convention at Minneapolis, Minn., pray-
ing for the return to private ownership of the rallroads of the
country, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate

Commerce. y

Mr., TOWNSEND. I send to the desk and ask to have read
a resolution adopted by the House and Senate of the Michigan
Legislature with reference to good roads, which I ask to have
read.

The resolution was read, as follows:

MICHICAN STATE BENATE,

Langing, Febreary §, 1919,
Hou. CHaRLES E, TOWNSEND,
United States Semate, Washington, D. €.

My Dranr SENATOR: I have the honor to advise you that the Senale
and House of Hepresentatives of Michigan have adopted the follow-
ing concurrent resolution :

Indorsing pending slation in Congress providi for appropriations
» for Iederal aid In highway bulldi‘gg. 4
Whereas the Commilttee on Post Roads and Post Offices of the United

Htates Senate has reported tarornb!sogn the so-called Bankhead bill,

CArTy. an appropriation of $200,000,000 for Federal ald in high-

wny ding, to be apportio among the several States; and
Whereas said appropriation would aid lch.;gln to the extent of mearly

£5,500,000 in the bullding of highways: erefore

Resolved by the scmate (the houwse of representatives concurring),
That the United States Senators and resentatives from Michigan
be, and ﬁ]be]mhy. requested to give this measure thelr hearty support;
and be it further

:‘cmalved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to cach
Senator and Representative in Congress from this State,

Yours, truly,
d Dexis E. ALWARD,
Becretary of the Senate,

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1 also send to the desk and ask to have
read a resolution adopted by the senate of the Legislature of
Michigan relative to the suffrage amendment, which I ask to
have read. ~

The resolution was read, as follows:

SEYATE, STATE oF MICITIGAN,
Lansing, Mich., Joanary 2, 1919,
C:{I:m E. ToOWXSEXND,

t'nited States Scnate, Washington, D. C.

Siz: I have the honor to transmit herewith a resolution this day
adopted by the senate of the State of Michigan, as follows:

“ Benate resolution No. 17,

# Whereas an amendment to the Federal Constitution providing that
*the right of citizens of the United Btates to vote shall not be
denied or nbrlg&ed in the United States or any State on account of
sex ' has passed the House of Representatives and is now pending
in the Senate; and

¥ Whereas durin\; the war, in recognition of the value of woman's war
service the Parllaments of Great Britain and Canada cnfranchised
the women of tLcse countries, and those of France and Italy have
virtually promised the same act of !political Justice; and

" Whereas immediately after signing of armistice autocratle Germany
nnd Hungary gave women the ballot; and

# Whereas in our own country women vote on same terms as men in
15 States and have some voting rights in 20 others, laboriously
acquired durlng a struggle of 40 years; and

# Whereas the electors of Michigan defeated woman suffrage five years

Hon.

ago by 06,000 votes; two months ago it carried by mearly 35,000
:'lu m‘tn indiémtion of the great change in sentiment throughout
he e; an

* Whereas the leaders of all political parties, major and minor, have
idemanded the passage of this amendment and the national commit-
tees of the major political partics have earnestly Indorsed it:
‘Therefore be It

“ftesolved, That we the members of the Michigan senate, in recogni-
tion of the justice of women's demands and of thelr contribution to
gociety in war and in peace, hereby call upon the Senate of the United

Statez to pass the woman suffrage amendment and give the States

opportunity to ratify the same.”

Very respectfully,
DexxIs E, ALwann,
Becrctary of the Scnate.,

Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Water-
ville, Me., praying for Government ownership of railroads,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memorial from the Legisla-
ture of the State of Idaho with reference to the so-called Susan
. Anthony suffrage amendment to the Constitutlon. I under-

staidd that my colleague [Mr. NucexT] on yesterday had a
similar memorial read to the Senate, so it Is unnecesary for me

to read this one. I ask, however, that it be referred to the
Committee on Woman Suffrage.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the memorial
will be so referred.

Mr. CURTIS. I have here a telegram from the governor of
Kansas, showing the action of the Kansas Legislature in regard
to the pending proposal for the Government to aid in the con-
struction of highways, which I desire to have read.

There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows:

Torexa, Kaxs, Janwary 29, 1919,
Senator Cuannes Cunris, : o
Washington, D. C.:

Kansas Legislature to-day adopted reselution requesting Congress to
]}m bill granting additional Federal aid for construction of highways.
stiuils! iz wvital to the plans for immediate employment of returning

oldiers.

Hexry J, ALLEN, Governor, .
TAX ON FRUIT AND BERRY JUICES.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I understand the
conference report on the revenue bill has not yet been presented.
I do not know whether it has been agreed upon or not; but I
have a resolution from the legislature of my State with refer-
ence to one question involved In that bill, which is among the
questions being considered by the conference committee. Beiug
a memoerial from the legislature, I ask that it may be read. I
do not understand that there is any way of referring matters of
this kind to the conference committee, but in this way I can
bring it to their attention.

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Without objection, the Secretary

avill read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:
Senate concwrrent resolution 13,

Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of {he Uniled Statea
an act “ to provide revenue, and for other purposes,” commonly known
as the 1918 revenue bill; that section 68 of this bill as passed by the
House of Representatives contained a provision in section 62S thereof
authorizing the collection of a tax of 20 per cent of the selling price
on all frult and berry julees produced in the United States, according
to a ruling of the Treasury Department of the United States in con-
struing a similar provision in the revenue act of October 4, 1917 ; and

Whereas sald provision of the bill was amended by the Senate of the
United States so as to exempt from the operation thereof fruit and
berry juices, and afterwards passed by sald body as amended ; and

Whereas a conference committee appointed by each House of Congress
is now considering the amendment as adopted by the United States
Senate, and according to information received by the manufacturers
of grape, loganberry, and applé juices in this State intends to submit
a report to each House of Congress recommending that the bill be
amended so as to impose a tax of 10 per cent of the selling price of
such fruit and berry juices: and

Whereas the imposition of such a tax would render valueless great
manufacturing industries which have been built up In the States of
Oregon, Washington, and elsewhere at a cost of vast sums of money ;

an

Whereas a large portion of the mogt fertile agricultural land in the
Northwest is now devoted to the growth and culture of grapes, logan-
berries, and apples, which are manufactured into grape, loganberry,
and apple julces, thereby giving permanent employment to thousands
of our citizens, which could not continue under the burdens of such

tax; and
Whereas the taxation of the grape, loganberry, and apple juices as con-
templated by said revenue bill, and the consequent destruction of our
manufacturing and agricultural industries, would deprive this State
of glving employment to the returning soldlers, sailors, and marines
now in the service of their country; and
Whereas grape, loganberry, and apple julces as manufactured in the
Northwest are food produocts rather than beverages and thercby
should not be classified with synthetic concoctions, such as root beer,
ginger ale, pop, ete, a8 is proposed by sald pending bill : Therefore
be it
Resolved by the senate (the Nhowse concnrring). That the Senators
and Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, memorialized
and requested to use their utmost endeavors to procure the passage of
said revenue bill with the elimination of grape, lombcrrgy. and apple
juices from taxatlon therein as passed by the SBenate of the United
States: that copies of this concurrent resolution be forthwith for-
warded to each member of the conference committee of the Senate and
House of Representatives in Congress, and also coples to the Senators
and Representatives from the States of Oregon and Washington.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. MYERS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (IL. R. 5559) to authorize a preference
right of entry by certain Carey Act entrymen, and for other
purposes, reported it with amendments and submiited a report
(No. 686) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 7236) to amend an act to permit the use of the right
of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and
reservoirs, and for other purposes, approved May 11, 1808, re-
ported it without amendment nnd submitted a report (No. 687)
thereon.

Mr, SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Pacific Islands
and Porto Rico, to which was referred the bill (S.5343) to
authorize the Governor of the Territory of Hawaii to ratify the
agreements of certain persons made with the commissioner of
public lands of the Territory of Hawaii, and to issue land
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patents to those eligible under the terms of said agreements,
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No.
(85) thereon.

Mr. ASHURST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (8.5516) to amend an
act approved March 4, 1913, entitled “An act to increase the
limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the en-
largement, extension, remodeling, or improvement of certain
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of
public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public
buildings, and for other purposes,” reported it without amend-
ment.

FRANCIS STEWART.

Mr. MYERS. From the Committee on Public Lands, I re-
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (8. 4743) for
the relief of Francis Stewart, and I submit a report (No. 689)
thereon.

This bill was introduced by the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. FAarr], and is one of the bills validating title to a home-
stead where there was some technical flaw. It is recommended
by the Secretary of the Interior. In this particular case the
¢laimant lived near the Mexican line and was not able to live
on her homestead claim all the time the law required because
“she was driven away by Mexican marauders and invaders.
Quite a number of bills of a similar character have passed the
Senate, and they are now in the House. Very shortly there is
to be an omnibus bill in the House, combining all bills of this
character, and, if this bill is passed now, it will stand some
show of being made an amendment to that ommnibus bill. If
not, it will never see the light of day in the Iouse. I promised
that, in the absence of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Farr], I would give it some attention. So with this statement
I ask that the bill be read, and I ask unanimous consent for its
immediate consideration.

Mr., ASHURST. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
bill. No doubt it is a good bill; but it will lead to other re-
quests of the same character.

Mr. MYERS. Yes; I ask unanimous consent, and I have one
more bill for which I am going to make a similar request.

Mr. ASHURST. I will not object to the consideration of the
bill just reported by the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immedi-
ate consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
WWhole, proceeded to consider the bill, and it was read, as fol-
lows:

Be it ecnacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to issue patent to Francis Stewart for
the southwest quarter of section 33, township 28 south, range 7 west,
New Mexico meridian, e
i Mr. GRONNA. Mry. President, I should like to ask a question
or two in regard to the bill. I am not a member of the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, as the Senator knows, but I have had
.considerable experience with public-land affairs, and I wish to
ask the Senator if there were any adverse claims in this par-
ticular case?

Mr. MYERS. None whaiever. If there had been, I would
not have favored the bill and would not now be asking unanimous
consent for its consideration,

. Mr. GRONNA. Is it a unanimous report?
| Mr. MYERS. Yes; it is.
i Mr. GRONNA. I have no objection to the bill.

Mr, MYERS. I have no personal interest in it; I am simply
asking for its passage on behalf of the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr, Farvl].

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS,

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, from the Committee on Publie
Lands I report back favorably without amendment the bill
(H. R. 13353) to extend the provisions of the homestead laws
touching credit for period of enlistment to the soldiers, nurses,
and officers of the Army and the seamen, marines, nurses, and
officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps of the United States
who have served or will have served with the Mexican border
operations or during the war between the United States and
Germany and her allies, and I submit a report (No. 688) thereon.

This bill was introduced in the House of Representatives by
Mr. FrenxcH, of Idaho, and gives to the soldiers and sailors
who fought in the war with Germany and those who were on
the Mexican border during the Mexican troubles the same rights
in connection with taking up homesteads that are given by
existing law to the soldiers of the Civil War, the Spanish-Ameri-
can War, and the Philippine insurrection.

I introduced in this body and had favorably reported from
the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate a bill which is
substantially identical with this; but this being a House bill,
I ask its passage by the Senate, and if it is passed I will move
to indefinitely postpone the Senate bill. That is all there is to
this bill; it is to give the soldiers and sailors of this war and
those who served on the Mexican border the same rights in con«
nection with the homestead laws as have heretofore been ac«
corded to the veterans of the Civil War, the Spanish-American
War, and the Philippine insurrection. I therefore ask unanimous
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I think the bill ought to be
read. I should like to have the bill read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill,

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill does not seem to be with
the report.

Mr, MYERS. There ought to be a bill with the report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is; but it is all stricken out,
It is the House Calendar bill, and the entire bill is stricken out,
All there is is the title to a bill.

Mr. MYERS. I think there must be a Dbill accompanying the
report. However, I ask leave to withdraw the report. I thought
there was a copy of the bill with it. I ask to be allowed to
withdraw the report. I do not care to make it at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report is withdrawn.

Mr. MYERS subsequently said: Mr. President, I now renew
my request in regard to House bill 13353, which I again report
from the I'ublic Lands Committee, with the explanation I made
a while ago. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con-
sideration. The report is now accompanied by a copy of the
bill. T ask that the bill be read.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows :

Be it cnacted, ete,, That, subject to the conditions therein expressed
as to length of service and homnorable discharge, the provisions of sec-
tions 2304 and 2305, Revised Statutes of the United States, shall be
nlpplieablc in all cases of military and naval service rendered in connec-
tion with the Mexican-border operations or during the war with Ger-
many and its allies as defined by public resolution No. 32, a
August 29, 1916 (39 Stat. I.. p. 671), and the act approved
1917 (40 Stat. L., p. 248).

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. MYERS. I move that the bill (8. 5071) extending the
benefits of sections 2304, 2305, and 2309, Revised Statutes of the
United States, to those who rendered military or naval service
during the Mexican-border troubles and the war with Germany
and its allies, being Order of Business 617, and of which I am
the author, be indefinitely postponed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed in-
definitely.

proved
uly 28,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. POMERENE :

A bill (8. 5543) to increase limit of cost of a public building
at Akron, Ohio; and

A bill (8. 5544) authorizing and directing the Secretary of
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other-
wise, a suitable site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable
building for the use and accommodation of the post office and
other governmental offices at Canton, Ohio, at n cost not to
exceed $630,000, and to sell the present building and site; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. McLEAN:

A Dbill (8. 5545) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate
to the town of Enfield, Conn., three German cannon or field-
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BORAH :

A bill (8. 5546) for the relief of Aaron Kibler; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TOWNSEND :

A bill (8. 5547) granting a pension to Joseph E. Dearborn
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KELLOGG :

A bill (8. 5548) to provide for the purchase of a site for and
the construction of a publie building at Ely, Minn. ; and

A bill (8. 5549) to provide for the purchase of a site for and
the construction of a public building at Rochester, Minn. (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds,
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By Mr. GORE:

A bill (8. 5350) granting a pension to James A. Cox; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CALDER :

A bill (8. 5552) providing that the United States may be made
a party defendant in the same manner as a private person in
certain legal proecesses dealing with real property; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

TRANSPORTATION FOR AGRICULTURAL LABORERS.

Mr. GRONNA. I introduce a bill which I send to the desk, and
I ask unanimous consent to have it printed in the REcorn. It
is very short. I have prepared a short statement to go with it,
giving the reasons why the bill should be passed, and I also ask
that it be printed in the RECORD.

The bill (8. 5551) providing for a reduced rate for the trans-
portation of laborers when traveling on the railroads of the
United States under the direction and control of the United
States Employment Service of the Department of Labor was
read the first time by its title, the second time at length, and
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the United States Railroad Administration
is hereby authorized and directed to inaugurate and establish a 1
rate of 1 cent per mile for the transportation of agricultural laborers
engaged in the planting, cultivating, and harvestingout farm crops and
the care of live stock when such agricultural laborers are travelin

under the direction and control of the United States Employmen

Bervice of the Department of bor.

The United States Rallroad Administration and the United States
Department of Labor are directed jointly to prepare and promulgate
euch rules and regulations as may necessary to make effective the
provisions of this act. ;

An emergeney existing, this act shall become effective Immediately
following its enactment into law.

Mr. GRONNA. 1 ask that the statement I have referred to
be printed in the REcorp.

The YICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The statement is as follows:

BEASONS FOR REDUCED RATE ON RAILROADS FOR AGRICULTURAL LABORERS.

To restore peace in the world we must provide the ple with food
and we must provide employment for labor at reasonable wages.

Many towns and citles of this country are reporting large and in-
crensing numbers of unemployed.

An unquestioned shortage of farm labor for 1910 will prevent farmers
from producing normal crops of all foodstuffs.

The farm-labor needs for this year are so serious that the farms of
this country can furnish homes and emg}g_fment for at least 2,000,000
men during the days of business reconstructlon. :

At present prices of crops on the farms and present excessive cost of
rallroad transportation farmers can not compete for labor, and tran-
nlcndt edrarm labor can not profitably travel to the sections where most
needed,

Many reports show that the men engaged in harvesting the wheat
erop of 1918 will not return to assist in the harvesting of the 1919
erop, because of the fact that the cost of transportation consumed prac-
tlc.nl'l: all of their earnings.

The experience of railroads in Igeears past shows that the apparent
loss on passenger earnings will more than offset by the ght
earnings as a result of increased crops.

The 1-cent railroad rate prevails in Canada, and is a material induce-
ment in attracting labor to the farms, and has resulted in drawing
thousands of skilled American farm laborers to the Canadian flelds,

This is not class legislation, because of the two fundamental pur-
poses : First, relieving the towns and clties of an increasing number
of unemployed ; and, second thgﬂproductlon and harvesting of increased
crops which must result in ‘benefits to all concerned.

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. CALDER submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr. WALSH submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 441),
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affalrs, or any subcommittee
thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-fifth Congress to send for per-
gons and papers &nd to administer oaths and to employ a stenographer,
at a cost not to exceed $1 per printed page, to report such hearings as
may be had in connection with any subject which may be pending before
eaid ttee; that the committee may sit during the sesslons or re-
cesses of the Senate; and that expenses contracted hereunder shall be
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.

ADDRESS BY HON, FRANKLIN K. LANE.

- Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, almost daily we have in this body
discussions of international questions, particularly discussions of
a world league of nations. I believe in a reasonable discussion
of those subjects. I believe on the subject of a world league
of nations the sentiment of this country should be crystallized.
I myself like to hear discussions of that impertant subject
from different viewpoints; for while, with certain restrictions
and under certain conditions, I favor a world league of nations,
I have not entirely determined in my own mind as to all of the
details of which should be incorporated into an agreement for
such a league. I feel that I need enlightenment,

I have here a very able and interesting address, of moderate
length, whieh was delivered on the subject of a league of nations
in New York recently by Hon. Franklin K. Lane, the very able
and distinguished Secretary of the Interior. With much of it
I agree; all of it is illuminating, and I ask unanimous consent
that the address be printed in the Recomp. It will be well
worth anyone's reading.

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in talking upon this subjeet
the temptation would be to paint a picture of what Europe is,
but I know that your heartstrings have been touched to the
limit and that it is not necessary for me to present to you any
reason why war should be made to cease or why war should be
made less likely to happen.

“The President of the United States is in Paris not by your
order but to carry out your wish. For the business men of the
United States have by a referendum vote declared what their
desire is. They do not wish merely a peace, the settlement of
the immediate problem, but they wish something more lasting,
something more fundamental, something that has been entitled
‘A League of Nations'—something that really is, in essence,
nothing more than international eooperation. And in this time,
when that man stands before the world preeminently as the
representative of this great people, he is entitled to the support
of every American because he is the President of all of us.

“ He is there, to be sure, as the representative of an ideal,
but it is an ideal that is not his own ideal alone; it is the ileal
of the chambers of commerce of the United States, the ideal of
the statesmen of this time and of statesmen for many centuries.

“The business man wants peace because war is expensive.
When this war came to an end we were spending $50,000.,000
per day. Not only is it expensive but it is unreasonable. I do
not say that all wars are unreasonable, or that all wars have no
justification. But war is unreasonable, certainly in 99 per cent
of the cases, for the reason that it gets mowhere. It will not
stand the pragmatic test; it does not work; it does not solve
the difficulty in the end. But there is a greater reason why you
gentlemen are for some plan by which mutual guaranties can
be given, and that is because you believe in a greater America,
and we can not spend our time nor our boys' time in thinking of
war when we have other things to think of thatl are much greater
than the destruction of life.

“IWe have a continent that we have still to master.
resources that we have still to bring forth. Our days of pioneer-
ing have largely passed. They passed, I believe, with the begin-
ning of this century, but now we have come to a time of iu-
tensive development—a new America in the abundance and
variety of its resources, physical, intellectual, spiritual.

“The question arises in every mind, Is such a plan practicable?
And there are men who will say that it ean not be made to work.

“America my friends is not the product of a philosophy of
despair; America is the creature of optimism and confidence.

“At present we are in an eddy ; the great stream is flowing en,
but in the United States we are in a bit of back current. You
feel it, I feel it, the country expresses it.

“TIn a certain sense the war eame to an end too soon, because
we, in our minds, had prepared for a war that would last until
next summer, and then great things would be done, and the
enemy forced to surrender. But you know just what happened.
Far off on the eastern end, where the war had begun, there sud-
denly came a drive through Macedonia, and then there came
the magnificent effort on the west front, and before we knew it
Bulgaria had surrendered, Austria had put in her plea, Germany
had thrown up her hands in surrender, and the armistice had
come.

“But in a time such as this, when we are naturally feeling
a reaction from the stress, strain, struggle, and sacrifice of
heroic effort for two years and more, you can not judge of the
American mind. A league of nations is demanded by the peoples
of the world, and something in that order will result, because it
is expressive of a great impulse, a great desire, a real world
demand.

“Why should anyone say that such a league can not be? The
man who wrote the greatest study of America is Mr. Bryce. He
stands for it stanchly. The man who brought England into
this war for an ideal as well as for self-protective reasons, Lord
Grey, is for it. The man who stands at the head of the British
Government and who has recently been almost unanimously,
indorsed and commended by his people, who has carried this war
on in behalf of his country to a successful conclusion, Lloyd
George, believes in it. You and I agitated for it before the war
came upon us. We knew that something in the way of inter-
national cooperation must be evolved or else the world would
be doomed to live in a state of unending fear, Men of imagina-

We have
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tion all over the world have been writing books about it until
it has come to be that people have thought that it was merely a
dream, a utopian vision, something by which in a strange and
-magical way the millennium was to be brought about. Why
should international cooperation be impossible? What is the
growth of society except the growth of cooperation?

STANDS FOR COOPERATION.

“What is this association that I am addressing and the thou-
sand associations like it in the United States—what are they
but cooperative effort? What is this ecity in which you club
together for the purpose of getting sewerage and water systems
and streets? And the State and the Nation—what are these
but expressions of cooperative effort? The distinctive move-
ment of our day is away from an intense individualism in
business and toward gathering together, seeing eye to eye, sitting
across the table and talking out difficulties, exchange of thought,
of method, of purpose. So that those who stand against inter-
national cooperation are standing against the very trend of
business life, the trend of labor organizations, the trend of
scientific effort, the trend of the centuries. Why, gentlemen,
there were 135 international conferences held the year before
the war. We have in existence already machinery of one kind
and another which direetly touches international effort, such
as the Postal Union, a union that spreads throughout the whole
world.

“No one ean say, therefore, that this thing is a mere vision;

that it is a dream that can not be made true. It is, of course,
possible to believe that the thing that we want is a thing that
can not be perfected at once; that it can not spring full-fledged
out of the mind of any statesman.
~ “Political machinery, like all other machinery, is a dream
first and then passes through phases of valueless crudeness to
phases of perfecting utility—and perhaps never becomes perfect.
And who are we to say that in a day when men are drawing
nitrogen out of the air by electric process, in a day when you
can talk to a man 5,000 feet above you by wireless telephone,
the inventive mind of man has stopped. Why, the Constitution of
the United States itself was the first invention along practical
lines of polities in a thousand years.
_ “International law Is filmy, founded upon unrelated prece-
dents, without certainty, precision, or definiteness. We should
know the law between nations as we know the law within na-
tions. Some day it must be drafted and by some one. Why
not now at the Paris conference? Some body of men must meet
and out of the experiences of the nations find those rules of in-
ternational conduct which have been generally accepted by the
most advanced of the nations and crystallize them into form
and give them sanction, An international code commission is
needed to declare the accepted law (if it can be said that there
is any accepted international law) and to present to the nations
for their ratification such new laws as may be needed both
in the promotion of intercourse, commerce, and peace, and in
the conduct of war. This would be the foundation of a league
of nations.

“ Here would be an agreement, between those who chose to
make it, that they would accept definite rules by which they
would be governed as between each other. Such a commission
would not be an international or supernational legislature. All
that it did would be referred for approval and adoption to the
nations; those who joined in its drafting and those which had
not done so. A code so formed would grow as all law has
grown, from a simple presentation of a few rules or prineciples
into a more complex and elaborate body as time went on. This
surely would not be revolutionary ; it would not offend national
pride or set at naught national sovereignty. We could cover
such matters as we wished, and only such matters as we wished,
in such a code.

“But in that code there should be incorporated one agree-
ment, binding on all who signed it, that it must be the law be-
tween the nations, and if controversies arose as to the matters
dealt with in the code that they would be submitted to a judi-
cial tribunal formed by the nations for the interpretation and
application of the law and would abide by the decision of that
court.,

“ That agreement would call for a surrender—a surrender on
the part of all the members of the league—of the right to go to
war over a matter which they had agreed should be a matter for
decislon by a court. Such agreements are not uncommon among
business men. There is hardly a contract of consequence drawn
to-day that does not contain such a provision. And the history
of nations each year grows richier with the record of cases where
differences between nations ns to specific matters are relegated
to just such tribunals. Sir Frederick Pollock has gathered the
fact that since the year 1815 there have been more than 150
cuses ariging out of international conflict of interest which

have been submitted to the decision of chiosen arbitrators, and in
no case has war resulted from the decision rendered.

“This most pregnant fact must be regarded here that in the
code itself there would be eliminated from controversy n great
volume of matters over which disputes might arise. For in-
stance, the parties to the league would definitely state and agree
upon the territorial boundaries of the countries affected. There
would be a settlement, clear and distinet, of this most prolific
cause of frouble. There might well be a setting forth of the
rights of nationals in foreign lands, another abundant source of
difliculty. And the rights of nations to enferce the claims of
private individuals for loans made to foreign governments might
be dealt with in such manner as to make clear and unequivoeal
the nature of the remedy that the individual making the loan
would have. In a word, the code itself would eliminate from
the field of uncertainty a not inconsiderable percentage, perhaps
an overwhelming majority, of the causes of international trouble
and make a resort to the court unnecessary.

* If, however, there developed a controversy which one or both
of the parties would not submit to the court, or after a court
decision one or both would not accept it, what method of en-

forcement could there be?

“The league could have a weapon which the world has never
tried but which, I do believe, would prove more coercive than
any plan that has been devised, as cruel in some ways as war
itself, and devoid of any of those meretricious calls which make
war so often popular. In harsh, undiplomatic language this
process would be called international boycott—the severance of
every tle that connected the nations of the league with the
offending nation. Cut the railroads at the border, the tele-
graphs, telephones, postal scrvice, steamboat lines, all com-
munication; allow no one to have ingress or egress; allow no
bank to deal with any bank in that country; no eattle, no coal,
no steel, no food, no letters; cut off all life; let the nation be
as one that did not exist to the rest of the world. It is hardly
thinkable that any nation would refuse to submit a controversy
to a court’s deecision if it knew of such a possible punishment,
But if it still was obdurate war must follow, An international
police force would, however, noct be a neccssity, for nations
have learned to cooperate under a unified command in the past
year and national forces might again be united to carry out i
common pledge.

“This does not seem to me an impossible, impracticable, un-
reliable plan. It does not prevent war; it makes it unlikely,
most improbable. Of course, if such a plan were inaugurated

and by its means the world was brought through difliculties

the plan would gradually prove the lessening need for great
armaments and disarmament would slowly come about,

“There are difliculties to be overcome in instituting any such
plan. Who are to constitute the league? I should answer those
whose territories are clearly defined, who have a settled form
of constitutional government under which they are living in
peace, and who are so behaving themselves as to be worthy of a
place at the table of the family of nations.

“Would it not imperil the interests of the greater powers if
they had to be subject to the will of the smaller? It has never
heen proposed that all nations should have an equal vote in the
lengue. The one stable fribunal organized by The Hague con-
ference was the international prize court, in which the United
States had 20 votes as against a single vote for most of the
smaller nations. This was arrived at by considering popula-
tion, wealth, ships at sea, volume and value of sea trafiic, and
other elements, It was arrived at by a process known to you
as the weighted average.

“Would not the Monroe doctrine be surrendered by the
formation of such a league? The answer to this is that the
Monroe doctrine is a declaration that the territorial integrity
and national independence of the nations on this hemisphere
shall not be invaded by any European power, That doctrine
might well be written into the code to which the nations wounld
subsecribe, and It has so long been accepted that I doubt if the
right to have it made a part of the code would be challenged.
In fact, the very first of the proposals made by the President
for sucll a league is the declaration of this very tluctrlne Here
are his words:

“A pgeneral associntion of nalions must be formed under speelfie
covenants for the purpose of affurd mutual guarantees of pelitical
independence and territorial integrity to great and small nations alike,

“ But the rigiit to enforee this doetrine might be taken from
the United States, True, that burden might not remain exclu-
sively our own. And yet there is no reason why in the forma-
tion of the league there could not be a recognition that certain
principles and doctrines would be within the care of certain
subordinate groups—a pan-American league, if you please, as
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to matters of all American concern and perhaps a district sub-
organization for Europe and another for Asia.

“ Thought—sympathetic thought—will solve many problems.
If we wish international cooperation to stop wars and to make
more free and sure the intercourse of the peoples of the world,
we can find the machinery by which it can be brought about.
The whole difficulty now rests in prejudice and fear and sus-
picion. Why not in our fine American way rather say that the
thing that should be done can he done. The engineers of our
Army have adopted as a motto these words: ‘It can't be done.
Here it is.” We may find, gentlemen, that this motto is that of
the peace conferees in Paris. They may return saying to all
doubting Thomases, ‘ It can’t be done. Here it is.

“ My appeal is that you then give to those who represent yon
the strength of your support and believe that the inventive mind
of man has not ceased functioning. Let us believe that some-
thing will come out of the dreams that you and others have
had.

“I can visualize President Wilson in his entrance to Paris
as he goes down the Champs de Elysees with the cheering
crowds and, crossing the bridge to Napoleon's tomb, he looks
down upon the sarcophagus that holds the body of the greatest
warrior of the world, who spread his power across Europe and
dared to think of spreading it across the whole of the world
between the Atlantic and the Pacific.

“The President goes out the door of that church down the
boulevard until he comes to another monument, a monument
that more nearly represents the spirit of our new day, the
monument to Pasteur.

“ Pasteur is sitting above, looking down. On three sides of
,the base are figures representing what he did for France, a
boy with sheep and a man with oxen, a girl with grapes, indi-
cating his cure of the phylloxera. Then in front is the main
group, a girl wan, weak, exhausted, emaciated, has risen from
her couch and is leaning against her mother, who is looking
up into the eyes of Pasteur above with a look of ineffable grati-
tude as a figure of death slinks around the opposite side.

r “Woodrow Wilson goes to Europe not as a conqueror. Ha
goes for the healing of nations; he goes to add greater glory
to the name of America.”

SHIP WORKERS' STRIKE.

# Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, on yesterday the senior Sena-
tor from Washington [Mr. JonNEs] inserted into the REcorp two
,documents bearing the signature of Mr. Charles Piez, Director
,General of the United States Shipping Board Emergency
Fleet Corporation, and referring to a strike at Seattle which, I
think the Senator said, might be by this morning State wide in
its operation. L

i I received a telegram this morning from one Morris D. Leehey
from Seattle, a very long telegram, which I shall not read in its
entirety, but which I shall hereafter ask to insert in the REcorp,
that in some respects is the most remarkable document I have
ever received.

! This telegram, which probably has been duplicated to other
Members of this body, embodies a statement published in a
Seattle paper yesterday morning which informs me among other
things that those now engaged in the strike at Seattle will feed
the people; that they have 12 great kitchens which have been
offered and from them food will be distributed by the provision
trade at low cost to all; also that labor will care for the babies
of the State; that milk-wagon drivers and laundry drivers are
arranging plans for supplying milk to the babies, invalids, and
s0 forth; and that the washing of hospital linen will be per-
mitted ; also that the stopping of cars will keep some people nt
Tome ; also that the strike committee is arranging for guards;
and while a few hot-headed enthusiasts complain that the strik-
ers only should be fed and the general public left to endure
severe discomfort, that is too inhumanitarian to be considered.
Then follows a very strong and caustic eriticism of the order of
Mr. Piez, and the felegram concludes with the following
warning : '

If the strike continues labor may feel led to avoid public suffering by
reopening more and more activities under its own management; and
that is why we say that we are starting on a road that lead®s no one
knows where.

Mr. President, the announcement of Mr. Piez informs us that
between the Government and these men are existing agreements
and boards which have been recognized for the settlement of
all further disputes which may arise during the operation of
the shipyards. It also informs us, what people perhaps know

generally, that the rates of wages paid at these yards are greater
than have ever been palid before and fully commensurate with
all the requirements due to the advanced cost of living, and so
forth,

Mr, President, if I interpret this telegram correctly, it means
that certnin private organizations have taken over the govern-
mental functions of the city of Seattle, and that they will admin-
ister them so that there will be as little suffering as possible
consequent upon this very much-disturbed condition.

I imagine that if the packers of Chicago should for the pur-
pose of advancing their prices announce that none of their sup-
plies would be served to the public until their demands for
advanced prices were recognized and conceded, and in the
meantime they would feed the babies and take care of invalids
and exercise general police regulations of the great city of
Chicago, everyone would recognize in it the assumption by that
great combination of governmental powers for the purpose of
enforcing a private demand, and the indignation and protests
of American citizens would be universal. I see no difference,
Mr. President, between such conduct by such an organization
and that which, if this telegram is interpreted correctly, is
now prevailing in the city of Seattle.

If this strike is to become State wide, as the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Joxes] fears, I think it is safe to assume
that State governmental functions will also be assumed, and
for similar reasons. There, then, will not be an imperium in
imperio, but a usurpation of governmental authority.

I think, therefore, that it is easy for any reflecting man to
conclude where all this leads to. It leads either to the over-
throw of established government in that section of the coun-
try, or it will tend to bring it into deserved disrespect and dis-
repute. It means, Mr. President, the experiment of bolshevism
upon the northwest coast of Awmerica, and is preceded by a dis-
regard of solemn agreements, which indicates that the binding
force of compromise is not recognized in that section of the
country.

Mr. President, I am by nature pessimistic and may take a
gloomier view of conditions like this than the facts warrant;
but they are another indication, to my mind, of the extremely,
sinister features of the social and industrial conditions in
America, particularly in the great community centers of this
country, and that it is the symptom or early manifestation of
a situation the gravity of which we do not fully appreciate.

I have denounced, and I shall continue to denounce and to
criticize all invasion of governmental prerogative and individual
right by combinations of ecapitnl and finance. I recognize
fully that the work of these combinations has caused, and are
causing much of the resentment which finds expression in this
manner ; and I assert that the duty of the Government is to
control and to curb the one, just as much as it is its duty to
control and curb the other; but its duty in each direction is
manifest. In this country, Mr. President, there is no need
that any person or association of persons complaining of or
suffering from abuses should resort to violence or lawlessness
for the purpose of righting his or their complaint. This is a
Government of the people. It furnishes ample machinery for
the enforcement of right and for the redress of wrong through
the agencies that machinery provides.

I believe that these immediate manifestations of coming
trouble require that they be met with a promptitude and effi-
ciency by the authorities charged with the duty of asserting
the Government’s power to safeguard life and property, and, as
well, recognize and enforce the rights and remedy the wrongs
of all.

A soup line or a bread line is, in any event, a deplorable thing
in a country like this—we have had too many of them—but a
soup line or a bread line provided by those who are engaged in
disregarding or overriding the established authority and for
ihose who are helpless because the Government will not perform
its functions and take care that the laws are properly enforced
is an anomaly in civilization everywhere, yet that seems to be
the situation in Seattle. Mr. President, I have no doubt, at
least, I hope, that the authorities of that great municipality and
the executive of the State will be sufficiently appreciative of their
duties at this time to vindicate the requirements and the majesty
of republican government in that city and in the State if further
developments require it.

Mr. President, America must be for Americans. By that term
I do not mean those who are native born, but every man who
believes that the institutions of his country are worth preserv-
ing and respects the reign of law and order must do his bit
toward their preservation. The time has come, indeed it has
been apparent to me for some time, when little, petty, partisan
differences, the struggles for party advantage, must be subordi-
nated to the supreme duty of vindicating the majesty of the laws
and the Constitution of the United States and of the States. This
Seattle affnir is an object lesson of our disregard of that su-
preme duty, of our indifference to the welfare of the country,
and of our proneness to fall back upon that old system of laissez
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faire which trusts to luck, with an indifference that will lead us
to the precipice and which assmmes that things will right them-
selves as they go along.

The time has come, it is here, Mr. President, when every man
and woman in the United States who believes that this ecountry
is worth preserving and the best and freest in the world, and
whe feels that the war which we have just won is only a step
in the right direction, should by their acts manifest their faith
and stand by the country’s institutions now, be the sacrifice
|what it may, when domestic insurrection is raising its head and
threatening them more seriously than it has in the past.

I ask that the telegram from which I have read may be inserteil
in the REcorD,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The telegram is as follows:

SEATTLE, WASH., February 3, 1919,
Benator Cranies II. THoMAS,
2§10 Hixzteenth Bitrect, Washington, D, C.:

The following appeared on the first page of the Seattle Daily Union
Record under te of Tuesday, Feb 4, 1019: “ On Thursday at
10 a. m. there will be many cheering, and there will be some who fear;
both these emotions are useful, but not toe m efther. Wo are
undertaking the most tremendous move ever made by labor in this coun-
iry, a move which will lead no one knows where, We do not need

steria ; we need the iron mareh of labor. Labor will feed the people.

lve great kitehens have been offered, and from them food will be
distributed by the provision trades at low cost to all. Labor will eare
for the bables and the sick. The milk-wagen drivers and the Iaundry
drivers are a:mzflng plans for supplying milk to babies, invalids, and
itals and taking care of the cleaning of linen for hospitals. Labor
preserve order, The strike committee is arranging for guards, and
it is expected that the stopping of the cars will keep mp at home,
A few hot-headed enthusiasts have complained that stri only shoukl
be fed and the general public left to endure severe discomfort. Aside
the inhumanitarian character of such suggestions, let them get
this straight : Not the withdrawal of labor power but the power of the
workers to manage will win this strike. yhat does Mr. Plez, of the
Bhipping Board care about the closing down of Heattle's shipyards, or
even of all the industries of the Southwest? Will it not merely
strengthen the yards at Hog Island, in which he 18 more interested?
the shipyard owners of SBeattle were on the point of a ng

with the workers it was Mr. Piez who wired them that if tm 80
«  Whether this is cameuflage

t easte
talists eonld afford to offer privately to leaSkI':E
AMr. Duthie a few millions apiece in eastern ship-
g‘{d stock rather than let the workers win the closing dewn of Seaitle's
as a mere shutdown will not affect these eastern gemilemen
much. They could let the whole Northwest go to pieces as far as mone;
alone is eoncerned, but the closing down of the eapitalistieally cont
industries of Seattle while the workers organize te feed the people, to
care for the babies and the sick, to serve order—this will move them,
for this looks too much like the taking ever of power by the werkers,
Labor will net only shut down the industries, but labor will reopen
under the management of Emrwrhle trades such activities as are
needed to preserve public health and gubllc Eenm. If the strike con-
tinues, labor may feel led to avoid public sulfering by reopening more
and more fc¢ under its own management, and that is why we
say that we are starting on a road that leads no one knews where.”
Monrnis D). LEgHEY.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I shall not at-
tempt to add to what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tanomas]
has so well said. He has expressed my sentiments mueh better
than I could express them myself. I wish I eould present a
statement showing that conditions are not so bad in Seattle as
the information which we have had would indicate; but I ecan
not do so. I have not gathered the force of the telegram, from
which the Senator from Colorado has read ; but I know the gen-
tleman who signed it. He is one of the leading attorneys of
Seattle, I have a telegram, however, from which I desire to
read a line or two, which I received this morning from Seattle,
from a gentleman whom I know there, as follows:

Conservative opinion regards sirike situation presents serious
bllities, Strikers openly advised to take what they want, and robber
becoming frequent. Believe Govermment should prepare to mrnm{
troops without moment's delay, If requested.

I am not advised as to what steps the local or State aunthori-
ties have taken. I believe they will act prompily and effectively
to proteet life and property and to see that peace and order are
maintained. On yesterday, in preseniing the statement of Mr.
Piez, I stated that possibly by that time the strike had become
State wide. I was mistaken as to the time, The time fixed
for a State-wide strike was this morning at 10 o'clock. It may
be that it has now been consummated. I wish I had full infor-
mation to give to the Senate; but this is all that 1 have.

1 have here two ndditional statements made by Mr, Piez. I
do net believe that they add very much to the facts contained in
the statements which I presented yesterday, but they do present
some additional faets; and I think it well that we should have
the full statements available.

Probably there may be another side to this question. If so, I
shall be glad to t the same to the Senate. This is a state-
ment, however, by the representative of the Government. The

-

]

i

statement gives the agreement made by the men and the. treat-

ment that has been accorded by the Government to them. This
controversy is really between them and the Government and not

between the men and the shipyard owners. Mr. Piez points this
out. I think, Mr. President, that I shall nsk that these two
statements may also be printed in the Reconn,
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is go ordered.
The statements are as follows:

Becond statement by Charles Plez, Director Gemeral Emergency Fleet
Corporation, Philadelphia, published as an advertisement in the Pacific
const nowspapers.

The futare of the shipbuillding industry lles with the men and the
management., It is as much the problem of the one slde as of the other,
Increased output and lower % can be secured by more intelligent

etion and effort without saerifice to either side.

But it ean be done only by sympathetic and intelligent cooperation be-
tween the ship workers and the yard owners ; never b{. gtrike and strifo.

The strike is not enly a breach of an agreement with the Government,
but, with the future of the industry hanging in the balance, it is a
colossal business mistake.

Congress authorized the President of the United Stafes to spend
$£5,000,000,000 for the constructfon of ships, and the President selected
the ney Fleet Corporation as his agent to earry out this program.
The German submarine was at that time sinking vessels from four to
flve times as fast as English and American yards were %roducing them.

It was America’s job to beat the submarine, OIld shipyards were ex-
]lndlﬂl and mew yards were bullt on both the Atlantic and the Pacific
consts.

Contracts were placed for wood ships, composite shi concrete ships,
and steel ships—for any ship that would float, pro'w itself, and serve
any kind of a useful purpose—because we were bullding a fieet for an
emergeney.

Wiges were inereaged, Overlime and Sunday work were ordered. Car-
loads of necessary material were sent expresd, Three hundred thou-
sand men were added to the 50,000 p workers, and the Government
bore the expense of transperting them and training them. The Govern-
ment pald these beginmers high wages while they were acquiring skill
:ulld experience;, for the Nation needed ships and was willing to pay the
price. i

The yards of the Pacifie eoast and the Great Lakes responded nobly,
for they had been longer in the game and had a larger number of ex-

rienced ship workers to draw from. FEven the new yards ereated since

?lfe war was declared began deliveries.

Then the armistiee was declared and the shipbuilding situation was

The Nation began figuring the costs,

And the Hmergency Fleet Corporation was asked, “ If you were build-
ing a lot of ships for an emergency, why don't you quit now that the

o ney is over?
” g;.l are cesting the Government from tweo and a half to three times

what 'y cost three years ago, and 50 per cent more than they can be
bonght in nd at the present time. So quit bullding till costs
go down to where we ean com L

The Emergency Fleet Corporation theréupom took sccount of stock,
It found that it was bullding more wood ships than it could use or sefl,
and so it canceled those that hadn't been begun.

It found that a merchant marine was something more than an aggre-

gation of ships. It had to be a well-balanced fleet, that provided a eer-
tain prapm-tiun of fast passen ships, of slower-golng and
- o ﬁ; for certain ginu of

cunlzeo carriers, and of many ships built especially
m.!t\nh upon review of the numbers and types of vessels building under
the cmergeney program, the Emecrgency Fleet Corporation d to

nnsrend work on a portion of it so, in case Congress decided to t
us to spend the monﬁ authorized, it could substitute more um
necessary types of s for those suspended.

It is impossible to bulld a perfect “ ready to use" merchant marine.
Parts of it, at least, must be built to sult the needs of business that will
develop through the effort and enterprise of the future.

It is necessary, therefore, to proceed more slowly than heretofore in
the completion of the {m-nent program. Overtime and Sunday work
and other ex due to speed have therefore been eut out.

And we M:h calling ontthe ﬁliﬁgamenls angd tll::e a]l;ilro rwo’rn;rs to ig{;
operate in such a way as to ma gh wages a w costs poss

{nn been made possible in the antomobile industry.

wages and reduced euntput
vessels, One of the best pro-
770

r man have in the labor costs
Socing yaris on fhe Facinc constshows hat Tae ¥recage output per
2 o 8 0gO, A
;:sr wﬁf:u; This neumn: mbgr cost twe and four-temths
grea than t ears ago,
Tﬁ::e ;;tllnan‘t'lg gout yards show labor eosts from two and a half te

three times higher than two years ago.

We can look for more output per man as the new men in the yards
Erow ¢, but in the meantime the future of the industry is In
the balance.

Foreign orders can not be secured until costs go down, and even the
Govermment can mot continue shipbullding indefinitely if every ship
shows a heavy loss.

Iam prmg!ng the facts as they arve before the United States Shipping
Board and the Emergency Fleet Corporation, and my advice to the men
ig: Go gack to work and get together with the owners to see what can
be done to put the shipyards in shape to compete for the world's business
in shipbuilding,

CnapLes Pz,
Director General Untted States Shipping
* Iteard Emergeney Fleet Corporation.

PHILADELPHIA, February 3, 1819,
Inferview sent out for Pacific coast newspapers for publieation Tuesday
’w morning, Felruary 4.

Charles Tlez, Director General of the Emergency Fleet Corporation,

to-day authorized l:ehe P:%lgwlnx s:rntemnnt in regard to the strike of the
n C Co =

shi‘pI:u:lh]err:ﬁ_m;’ the men who have broken their obligations, under
the Macy award, and walked ont, domandlnE_ higher wages, should con-
sider the ec ic menace hnp | upon the Nation by their action.

“They should give conslderation to the fact that the war is over
and that the emergency to meet which the United States Gevernment
entered upon its great shiphuilding program is a thing of the past.
Our shipbuilding enterprise was started and carried to this point under
very unusual ecircumstances.  (Congress nliaprorriated £3,500,000,000 to
bulld a fleet of merchant vessels with which to meet the emergency of
war, and the President designated the Emergency IFleet Corporation as
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his agent to carry out this construction program. At the time this en-

se was started the rate of sinkings by German submarines indicated

that 18,000,000 tons of shipping would sunk dnrlnﬁhe year 1917,

This rate was not maintain«l, but, nevertheless, 8,000, tons of ship-
ping actually were sunk during that year. -

“America’s Job was to beat the German submarines by new censtruc-

tion. No money was spared. Every means for expanding the ship-
bullding facilities of the countaewu utilized. The existing yards were
ir capacities and vast new yards were

constructed.
“ We started out to bulld ships of all types. Bteel, wood, composite,
and concrete vessels were arﬂe.rped ¢onstructed I:} tlll:l Eﬁm possible

umdede:.iu the very limit of

reason to help the emergen e

“To quicken completion of gigantic task the Government met
e demand for increased pay that was consistent with the rldnmmst
of lﬂng,bnnd gave the pyard Wg‘l‘kﬂ‘l opportunity for addi S

earnings by enco overtime an ¥ work at in T
Speed, not econorglr, was the goal. p construction was delayed
by lack of mate we even resorted to the costly expedient of send

gteel by express to the yards.
“In the extremity which the Nation faced we called for and obtained
the services of 800,000 new men to bolster the force of 50,000 employed
in the shipyards when this ent was started. The Government
t rtes these men to their at its own expense and undertook
the crafts of shipbuilding. Not only that, but it pald
wages while they were ing their trades.
* In the emergency of war all this expenditure, which would rightly be
called extravaFancelin peace time, was not only justified but was
ye.

a
Iutely imperat t was just as much to the interest of the shipbuilder
that the emergency fleet be d on time as to the interest of
the Government at Washington. It was the Nation's effort, and every

man, woman, and child in country was benefited by our victory over
the submarine,

" Remember, at the time of which I am speaking we were not build-
ing ships ﬁr!m.nruy for trade purposes but to meet a dreadful danger
that was daily becoming more thmtenm{% The lives of millions of
soldiers were at stake and the outcome the war largely depended
upon our:success in this emergency shipbuilding pr m,

* Now the conditions are e war is over and we must
turn our attention to the economic needs of the Nation.,
of war-time construction brought the labor cost per ship to such a high
figure that to-day it represents a large part of the total cost of a steel
Vi , This is not all due to the increases in rates of ‘)‘ey. 1t is dune
largely to a decline In labor efficiency, due to dilution. e are getting
less to-day in return for the high wages d to shipbullders than we
got at the comparatively low pay which obtained in shipyards two
¥ears ago.

“In the most efficlent shipyard in the Secattle district the average

ay is 70 per cent more than it was two years ago and the output about
70 per cent of what it was two years ago. Wages have increased from
6o 00 per cent in the shipyards of ca, but there has not been
a correspondlnr increase in output.  This situation to-day threatens to
I‘"&“ﬁ" the shipbuilding industry. It must be corrected if the industry
s Ve,
v HS!; wages are not at all inconsistent with low costs, and Ameriean
labor always has been able to compete with the lower-paid foreign labor
by making up through eficiency and quantity output the difference
tween the respective rates of pay. I have no doubt that American ship-

ard labor to-day can continue to compete with foreign shipworkers on

e same basls. But to increase the wnf:lacale before in experi-
ence and improved output have been attained is sheer folly, It would
result gimply in forcing America out of the shipbuilding industry.

*“ Now that we have peace we must have assurance that the profits
earned by a ship will pay for the cost of the ship, Otherwise, our mer-
chant-marine Eﬂroject is doomed in advance to fallure.

si. TRAL in the Drobiom of the Eemency Ficer Corpsrtion: Shans
poses. a problem of the 1) e rporation,
rests upon the shipyard workers :%ﬁfgnﬂegn equally as important as
that which the Emergency Fleet Corporation faces. It is the duty of
these men—a duty they owe to ves, to their communities, and to
the Natlon—to increase their average output and justify their present
high wages by efficient work. To demand pay without such justification
is wrong in Erlclple and impossible in practice.

“1 do pot believe the present situation is hopeless, although the
economic aspects of our Jr are most discouraging at this time,
An extreme case may be cited in three Atlantic coast yards which show
a labor cost from two and one-half to three times higher than two years
ago. Now, the out'fut of these yards will be greater when the new men
become experienced. I have an unshakable faith In the ability of
American labor to make good on this test provided they refuse to 1
to radical counsel and abide by their own agrecments, Mean
frankly, the future of the whole industry is in the balance,

“ To-day England, with lower labor cost and higher efficlency, can
build ships much cheaper than we. We can not hope to obtain %mm
orders until our costs go down.

“The future lies with the men and the managements, The mustTﬁet
togeﬁl:er and cooperate for more tntelllﬁent direction and olﬂ:rt. is
jean done without sacrifice to either side, I believe that sympathetic
and intellizent cooperation between the yard workers and the yard own-
crs will solve the problem, but it can not be solved b{‘ strikes and strife.

* The strike not only was a breach of faith with the Government, but
in the light of present conditions in the shipbunilding Industry was a
colossal  business blunder,

'while,

“ CoArLES Piez"”

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Washington how many of these men are on strike?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand that some thirty
or forty thousand went on strike a short time ago.

*AMr. VARDAMAN., Ts the strike confined to the shipbuilders?

AMr. JONES of Washington. Noj; it has been spreading. The
Central Labor Council of Seattle, I understand, has indorsed the
strike, which I suppose would be termed a sympathetic strike;
and several of the labor organizations have indorsed it. I am
advised by a telegram which I received day before yesterday
from a point outside of Seattle, as I construe the telegram, that
a State-wide strike would be inaugurated this morning at 10
o'clock in sympathy, of course, with the shipyard strike,

ten”

Mr, VARDAMAN., That includes all the labor organizations,
I presume?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I apprehend that it goes very far.
I do not know, however, as I say, how far it goes. I have nof
received, I am sorry to say, very much detailed information
from the State. In fact, about all I have had is what I read
from the telegram this morning, except the telegrams which I
received the other day, which simply stated that the situation
was serious and that probably a State-wide strike would be
inaugurated this morning at 10 o'clock.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I eall for the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions
are in order,

AMERICAN TROOPS IN BUSSIA,

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I desire to eall
up Senate resolution 411, introduced by me on January 13,
1919, and I ask the Chair to lay it before the Senate.

Mr, POMERENE. I was not able to heay what the resolution
ig about.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is Senate resolution 411, in-
{.,rodueed on the 13th day of January, 1919, and reads as fol-
OWS : -

Resoleed, That in the opinion of the Senate the soldlers of the
United States as soon as practicablie should be withdrawn from Russia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That resolution is on the calendar.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No, sir; I beg the pardon of
the Chair,

The VICE PRESIDENT.
any objection? -

Mr. KING. I object.

Mr. JOHNSON of Qalifornia. Mr. President, a parliamentary
inguiry, if you please. May not a resolution of this sort that
lies on the table be ealled up?

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent it may be
taken up on the first day following, upon the reguest of the
Senator who introduces it. If it lies here for a month or two,
it ean be taken up by unanimous consent, or, if unanimous con-
sent is not granted, it can be taken up on motion.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, Mr, President, T move
that this particular resolution be taken up by the Senate.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
guorum.

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator withheld that motion?

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

It is on the table; I see, Is there

Hollis Martin, Va. Simmons
Bankhead Johnson, Cal. Maoses Bmith, Ga
Borah Johnson, 8. Dak. Myers Smith, 8. C.
Calder Jones, N. Mex., Nelson oot
Colt Jones, Wash. New Sterling
Culberson Kelloge Nugent Sutherland

Kenyon Overman Swanson
Curtis King Page Thomas T
Dml.:fham Kirby Penrose Thompson
Fernald Enox Pittman Townsend
Fletcher La Follette Polndexter Trammell
France nroot Pollock Underwood
Frelinghuysen Lewis Pomercne Vardaman
Gay I&&Iﬁ:& Reed Wadsworth
Gerry MceCumber Saulsbury Walsh
Gronna McKellar Shafroth Warren
Hale McLean Sheppard Weeks
Henderson McNary Sherman

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My colleague, the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], is absent on account of illness. I
will let this announcement stand for thé day.

Mr. GAY. I wish to announce that the senior Senator from
Louisiana [Mr, Raxsperr] is detained on official husiness,

Mr. TRAMMELL., I desire to announce the absence of tha
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Haropwick] and the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. BEckaAM] on official business.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I wish to announce that the Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropixsox] is absent on official busi-
ness. I wish also to announce that the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. Surre] and the Senator from Mississippl [Mr. Wirnraus]
are detained by illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have ane-
swered to the roll eall. There is a quorum present. Is there
further morning business?

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I renew the
motion that was made a brief period ago, that Senate resolu-
tion 411 be laid before the Senate and be taken up at present.

“Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, if the Senator desires to press
that motion at this time, I shall have to ask for the yeas and
nays upon the vote. At this particular time it would displace
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}:l;iportant matters which it was already arranged should be
en up.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the
Senator from Utah objected.

Mr. KING. I did.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is ruling that as soon
as the hour of 1 o’clock shall have arrived—

Mr. LEWIS. Two o'clock.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is saying 1 o'clock—
that until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived only by unanimous
consent can anything other than the usual morning business be
transacted.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in the confusion I could not
catch the ruling of the Chair. I understand the ruling of the
Chair to be, however, that until 1 o’clock the motion is not
in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Or until the morning business
has been concluded. That is the plain rule. The Chair will
refer to it, if desired. It is Rule VII, section 3:

Until - the morning business shall have been concluded and so an-
nounced from the chalr, or until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, no
motion to proceed to the conslderation of any bill, resolution, ete.,
shall be entertained.

It is only five minutes. We will get through by that time, I
guess. Are there other bills or joint resolutions?

BRITISH EMBARGO ON IMPORTS.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
take up for present consideration Senate resolution 438, which
was under consideration when the morning hour closed on yes-
terday.

'I‘Iu:‘,:r VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any further morning
business? There being no further morning business, the Chair,
understanding that the resolution went over yesterday without

prejudice——

Mr, LODGE. It did.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is therefore laid before the
Senate,

The Secretary read Senate resolution 438, introduced by Mr.
WEeeks on the 4th instant, as follows:

Whereas during the war with the Imperial German Government Great
Brlaain pla.cecfl prohibitions on the importation of certain American
roducts ; an
Whereas the British Government has mantlls_'oézlaced a prohibition on
the importation of additional American products to take effect on
and after March 1, 1919, which is detrimental to the employment at
their full capacity of our manufacturing industries; and

Whereas this action of the British Government is in direct conflict with
point numbered 3 of the 14 points of peace proposed in the musa%e

of the President of the United States to the Congress of January B,

1918 : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested
to inform tile Senate, If not incompatible with the public interest, what
steps, if any, have been taken by_the Department of State to request
the British Government to modify or suspend such prohibition.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

Mr. KING. I move to amend the resolution by striking out
the third whereas in the preamble, which reads as follows:

Whereas this action of the British Government is in direct conflict
with point numbered 3 of the 14 points of peace proposed in the
message of 8the President of the United States to the Congress of Jan-
uary 8, 1918, _

Mr, WEEKS. While I may not object to striking out those
words, I should like to ask the Senator from Utah if he does
not think that is a correct statement?

Mr., KING. No: I do not; quite the contrary. I do not
think the action alleged to have been taken by Great Britain
is at all in contravention of any of the points stated by Presi-
dent Wilson. ;

Mr. WEEKS. I am in direct disagreement with the Senator
on that point. I thought it added to the force of the resolution,
but I really do not care whether it goes out or stays in.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment to the preamble proposed by the Senator from
Utah,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, just one word concerning the
resolution. I express no opinion in regard to the ecriticisms
made yesterday of Great Britain and the economie policy which
it is alleged she is now pursuing. Neither do I express any
opinion as to the wisdom or lack of wisdom in laying em-
bargoes upon imports under the circumstances in which na-
tions now find themselves. I am, though, somewhat surprised
at the attitude taken by the Senator from Massachusetts. He
beluongs to that school of political thought which teaches
that high tariffs and embargoes are the panacea for all our
industrial and economiec ills. He belongs to the party that
has advocated for so many years not only a restrictive tariff,

but too often a tariff alleged to be a protective tariff but which
in practice was a prohibitive tariff; a party that has exhibited
a vast amount of solicitude for rich manufacturers who were
the beneficiaries of the protective system and who profited by
exploiting labor and overcharging the American consumer.

If it be a fact that Great Britain has imposed an embargo
upon certain products, she is merely giving to the world a
practical illustration of the doctrine which forms the corner
stone of Republicanism, and the application of which should
prove a source of joy to the Senator from Massachusetts. In-
deed, it is a sort of apothesis of the protective system. It con-
stitutes a Chinese wall which restricts trade and commerce, but
it is a wall around a country with which we seek commercial
relations. Where is the “ home market,” then, which has served
as the battle cry for so many years of the Republican Party?
The Senator from Massachusetts is now crying out for the
markets of Great Britain. His position shows the fallacy of
Republican protectionism,

But, Mr. President, I do not care to be led into a discussion
of that question at this time. My information is that Great
Britain, like our own country, has, as the result of the war, an
accumulation of products purchased or made for war pur-
poses and which must be disposed of guickly in order to pre-
vent immense losses to the Governments holding the same,
These accumulations, it is believed, can be absorbed within a
very short time by the domestic trade, and Great Britain,
France, and other belligerent nations are desirous of having a
short * breathing space,” if I may employ this term, to absorb
these products. Our Government is in the same situation, but
not to the same extent as Great Britain or France.

But we have hundreds of millions of pounds of wool, as well
ag other products, raw and manufactured, which we would be
glad to absorb.

Let me call attention to a question familiar to all Senators
which should be considered when we are impliedly criticizing
Great Britain for her temporary policy of laying embargoes.

A few months before the armistice there was considerable
anxiety over the scarcity of potash, chrome, manganese, pyrites,
and other metals. The people of the West were importuned by
the officials of the War and Interior Departments, as well as
the War Industries Board, to develop mines and produce these
metals, so imperatively needed for war purposes. In various
parts of the country the patriotic people responded to these
pleas, and at great expense and confronted with almost insur-
mountable obstacles they succeeded in producing great quan-
tities of these metals.

The Government purchased but a fraction of the same, and
the producers now have on hand these accumulations, When
the armistice was declared the Government ceased purchasing.
Spain produces pyrites much cheaper than we mined them dur-
ing the war. She is anxious to ship her surplus pyrites to the
United States. Brazil has great quantities of manganese, and
desires this market for her surplus,

The same situation prevails with respect to long-staple cotton,
to which the Senator from Arizona [Mr. SyiTH] referred a few
days ago, and in a modified form the wool presents a similar
condition. Last year the wool men of the West were importuned
not to dispose of-their lambs or their ewes but to carry them
over until this year, notwithstanding the high prices which they
could have obtained for the same. The reason given was that
we must have wool in order to supply our soldiers and sailors
with needed supplies. The wool men patriotically kept their
flocks and herds, and purchased corn and cottonseed meal and
hay at very high prices in order to keep the sheep during the
winter. Moreover, they employed labor at high prices, and
entered upon the winter campaign of caring for their shee
under the war-price standards, 1

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President——

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator. :

Mr. POINDEXTER. To add to the examples that the Sen-
ator from Utah has given I might mention the case of magne-
tite. In the State of \Washington a great deposit of magnetite
has been discovered, and in view of the representations of the
administration and the purpose as a war industry large invest-
ments were made in the development of it. The people who
made those investments are now prepared to furnish all the
magnetite this country can consume. It is a material that is
used in making fire-proof crucibles and linings of steel fur-
naces. The only competitor that they have is in the enemy
country., The only other large deposit of magnetite which is
capable of competing substantially with this industry in the
State of Washington is a deposit in Austria.

Under all these circumstances, in view of the low wages paid
in Austria compared with the high wages in the United States
and the situation in which our investors find themselves, I amin
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favor of continuing in effect for a reasonable length of time,
in order to enable this industry to get on its feet, the embargo
which is now in effect against the importation of magnetite from
foreign countries,

Mr. KING. The example which the Senator has just given
could be multiplied almost without limit. Potash furnishes an-
other familiar illustration of conditions existing here, which
find some parallel to the situation in Great Britain. Before
the war we imported large quantities of potash from Germany.
We needed it badly, and a number of loyal Americans made
heavy expenditures at the earnest request—indeed, I might say
the command—of various agencies and instrumentalities of the
Government and have preduced a very large supply. Now other
countries seek to export their potash to the United States and
sell at prices which would be ruinous to American producers,

Mr. President, the question arises, Shall we undertake in
some way to offer some temporary relief to the Government and
to those who have thus responded to the Nation's call? Shall we
do as it is claimed England is doing—lay a temporary embargo
upon those articles which were produced under the conditions,
or similar ones, just referred to—in order that the holders of
the products, whether the Government or private individuals,
shall have an opportunity to dispose of the same in the domestic
market? There would seem to be some justice in this course,
otherwise the Government might be called upon to meet the
loans, though there is perhaps only a moral obligation upon its
part to pay the same, charging them as a part of the war costs.
However, I am not pressing that question now and am not ex-
pressing a settled view as to the course to be pursued.

Many petitions have been addressed to the War Trade Board,
the War Industries Board, the War Department, and other
agencies of the Government praying for relief from the burdens
which those who patriotically served the Nation in the manner
above referred to now resting upon them. The War Trade Board
has been literally besieged and demands have been made that
an embargo for a limited period be placed upon the products
which I have mentioned as well as many more, in order that
an opportunity might be afforded for the domestic market to
absorb these accumulated supplies. During the war we placed
embargoes upon many articles and established a licensing sys-
tem which greatly interrupted free commerce. After the armi-
stice the embargo was continued for some time, and even now, I
am told, it is continued to cover a considerable number of arti-
cles, or at least there are such impediments to exports and
imports that as to some products it can be said there is an em-
bargo.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

Mr, KING. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator if he does not
also believe that it will be necessary for us to maintain an
embargo against Canadian grains being sold upon our market
that we may be able to uphold the price which we have
guaranteed for our grains, and can we make any complaint
against another nation for doing exactly what we are bound
to do?

Mr. KING. Obviously that is true, unless the Government is
willing to lose hundreds of millions of dollars.

So, Mr. President, there are many of our own citizens asking
onr own Government to do just what the Senator from Massa-
chusetts complains that England, in a modified form, has done
or has suggested should be done. England has stated that
it is not a permanent policy with her; that her present re-
strictive policy is not permanent, but only to enable her
to absorb the accumulated stocks, Now, it is to be noted
that the embargo is general. It even extends to the dominions
under the British flag. There is no diserimination against this
or any nation. -

England could not maintain as a permanent policy the one
now temporarily employed. Her position forbids it. The
United States is in a much better position than is England to
resort to embargoes and®trade restrictions. Her manufacturing
plants would soon starve and want and ruin would come to the
people of Great Britain if she erected tariff walls against im-
ports, particularly certain raw materials and agricultural prod-
ucts. We are in a better position, industrially and otherwise,
to maintain embargoes and high tariffs than Great Britain.
Please keep In view the point that I am not urging embargoes
and high tariffs nor any trade policy or the economiec fallacies
of prohibitive tariffs. I am only calling attention to the facts

which have influenced England's fransient policy, and also to
the fact that we are pursuing a similar course.

If the War Trade Board refuses to continue this policy, Con-
gress may feel constrained to aid, by embargoes similar to
those employed by England, those who have accumulated ihe
surplus products mentioned.

J

If we pass this resolution, it will be construed by some as a
criticism of England for doing just what we have done and are
imploring our Government to continue to do. It seems to me
it would be imprudent and unwise, in view of our situation, in
view of the attitude which our Government is taking, for us to
pass the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts,

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. KING. I yield the floor, I do not want to take further
time this morning.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have read the resolution, and I fail to find
in it any criticism of the British Government. Will the Senator
point out to me what language in the resolution he thinks is
tantamount to a criticism of the British Government?

Mr, KING. When we ask our Department of State to request
the British Government to modify or suspend such prohibition
I think it might at this time be regarded as a complaint against
England’s policy, and an unwarranted interference with her
domestic affairs. Of course, if conditions were normal, if we were
not linked together as allies in a great war—and Senators will re-
member that technically we are still at war—a wholly different
situation would then be presented. The State Department often
takes up with foreign nations trade questions and seeks ameli-
oration from trade conditions conceived to be harsh and oppres-
sive to American manufacturers—exporters and importers.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Well/—

Mr. KING. I am sure, if the Senator will pardon me, there
are some among us who would regard it as an impertinence if
in the Parliament of Great Britain there should be introduced
a resolution of similar character inquiring of the Secretary of
State or the Secretary of Commerce what steps had been taken
with a view to ascertaining the policy of the American Gov-
ernment in respect to embargoes which had been placed upon
the importation of articles into the United States.

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I call the Senator’s attention to the
fact—and I believe it is a fact—that last winter a department
conducting international relations did request one nation to
take up with another a question which concerns that nation, to
see:l if ;t could not secure a modification of some contemplated
action

Mr. KING. I do not recall the matter ; but the abnormal situ-
ation now, it seems to me, renders inapplicable the general rule
to which the Senator has referred. We know that England is
doing this only for a temporary purpose, as we are for a tems-
porary purpose maintaining an embargo on a number of articles.
It must be remembered that we laid an embargo first and are
still continuing it in effect, to a limited extent at least, and I
feel confident that insistent demands will be made by Americans
for a more extensive application of the embargo until the present
precarious industrial and economic condition has passed away.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator allow me to ask
him how does he know that is true? Why not get this informa-
tion? I do not understand that we express condemnation of
v;'hut Great Britain is doing, We are simply seeking informa-
tion.

Mr, KING. I know it, I think, from the same source the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts obtained his information—the publie
press—and that has stated very clearly, notably the New York
Times, the purpose for which this was done and the limited
object which it had in view.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator a question, if
he will allow me, because it is just in line with what he has
said. The resolution asks the Secretary of State to inform the
Senate * what steps, if any, have been taken by the Department
of State to request the Hritish Government to modify or sus-
pend such prohibition.” If that means anything, it means that
we ought to ask Great Britain to suspend such prohibition. It
is an invitation, at least, to do it. I think the Senator is abso-
lutely right when he says that it is a matter of impertinence,
and we would regard it as such if Great Britain should so
speak of any tariff levy that we might make.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, it is not so much the expres-
sion of views in the resolution that might be claimed to be
disagreeable, not to say offensive, but the implication is unfortu-
nate, in my judgment, and the discussion that has taken place
on the resolution has been still more unfortunate. The Senator
from Utah referred to an editorial in the New York Times. Ido
not know whether he mentioned it in detail or not.

Mr. KING. No; I did not.

Mr. FLETCHER. I have before me an editorial in the New
York Times of February 8 which seems to be quite pertinent,
and especially the portion of it which I will read:

The or American interests who discover enmity in the em-
bl.rgo aced o r exports at the week end are under equal necessity

remark tbe friendsh!p shown in the removal of that embafgo in
November The fire eaters in the commercial war should remark that
the embargo placed on our goods was also placed on Canadian
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and for the same reason. England must have time to arrange payments

for the goods dumped upon her under her liberality toward trade; it is
troublesome to maintain the rate of exchange at the figure which is
desirable in the interest of all. ;

I think we must recognize conditions over there as well as
here.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I do not know that I am not
willing to recognize conditions in Great Britain. T do not know
enough about this matter to state whether I do or not. I did
not obtain my information from the public press about it, but
I obtained it from those whose industries were being affected
by it. While I knew there were some people in this country
who were not giving any attention to our own domestic affairs
or the reasonable promotion of our interests, or the interests of
our people, I am surprised to see Senators rise in their places on
this floor and urge that we give no attention to our industries;
that we make no provision for the employment of our idle labor ;
or that we in every way neglect those matters which we are in
Washington to represent.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield?
Mr. WEEKS. I will yield for a moment.
Mr. KING. I want to ask the Senator if in the criticism

which he has just made he was leveling those remarks at any-
thing submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]
or myself, because the question of idle labor was not suggested,
and the question of failing to look after our domestic interests
was certainly not suggested. On the contrary, I was insisting
that we were looking after our domestic interests, and the policy
of the Senator from Massachusefts was a negation of that policy.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, the question of idle labor was
not mentioned, but the question of idle labor is involved. If
we are to have an embargo placed upon the products of our
manufacturing industries, it is going to lessen to that extent
the amount of work our people can do in this country, and Sena-
tors will find that there will be a demand, and a positive demand,
in my judgment, from the industries in their own States that
they be not impaired by any such action.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. WEEKS. T yield.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator take the position that
if the Government of Great Britain, in the management of its
own affairs, tries to place an embargo upon importations into
that country, and that embargo applies to all the world alike,
and there is no diserimination against the United States——

AMr. WEEKS. I know it. I so stated yesterday.

AMr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator feel that it is proper
for the Government of the United States to question the action
of Great Britain in that regard?

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I think it proper for the State
Department to inform the Senate what information it has on
that subject, and whether it has contemplated taking any action
which will modify this condition.

Mr. President, I want to say one word further in reference
to a comment made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. King]. He
said the Senator from Massachusetts is a member of a party
which advocates embargoes and prohibitive tariffs, and all that
sort of thing. . I wish to say that I never voted for or advoecated
an embargo or never voted for or advocated a prohibitive tariff;
but I want to hold out this warning signal to the Senator from
Utah and all other Senators. Under’ the conditions which pre-
vail in this country the probabilities are that every patriotic
man will find it necessary, in order to protect our labor, to vote
for a higher tariff than the Republigan Party has ever advo-
cated. It is in sight, and the time has come when we have got
to protect our domestic interests; and, unless we do, we are
going to have a continuance of matters that are brought to the
attention of the Senate every morning—of men out of work,
of strikes, and disorders of various kinds. We have got to give
that matter our first attention, and one of the actions which
may properly be taken is to obtain this information from the
State Department.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr, President, I agree with the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts. The resolution he asks us to pass does
not criticize the action of Great Britain. It does not condemn it.
It is a resolution which seeks information.

Now, a most important interference with our commerce has
taken place by the embargo placed upon us by Great Britain.
It may be all right; when we hear the facts we may conclude
that it is in line with action we ourselves will take to protect
some of our industries ; but so important an act, reaching to such
an extent against our industries, ought not to pass unstudied ; it
ought.not to pass without official consideration. It may be that
we will place an embargo on Canadian wheat. Does anyone
doubt, if we do so, that Great Britain would inquire about it?

No important act takes place here affecting the commerce of
Great Britain that is not very carefully considered by her Gov-
ernment. . :

Mr. President, I like the idea of our watching the business
interests of our country. I believe it is our duty to study not
only our industries resulting from manufacture but the products
of our soil ; I believe it is our duty to watch our foreign markets ;
and I am glad to join the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
WeEks] in supporting a resolution indicating the duty on the parg
of the Senate at least to ask for information with reference to
the serious interference with our foreign markets. There are
markets that I am interested in, or in which my immediate con-
stituents are interested, which are closed. My views upon that
subject are not limited to my immediate constituents, although
I may know more about their interests than I do of those of
New England. I readily support a resolution looking to an
inquiry with reference to the industries of New KEngland as to
those of any other part of the country. I believe we should
realize that, if our foreign commerce is to be properly guarded,
it must require from us and from the administration thoughtful
and constant attention.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, President, if I fancied from the reading
of the resolution now before the Senate that it could even be
considered by the Government of Great Britain as a criticism
of this Government upon its purely internal policy, or a criti-
cism by the Senate upon an act of Great Britain without even
investigation, however much it might be presumed to be
against our interests, I would move to lay the resolution on
the table and would do all I could to see that success followed
my motion. F

But, Mr. President, I am impelled to the view tnat what the
endinent Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixc] has sald and what the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer] has said will
either be justified completely or to their own minds disclosed
to be without foundation when they have heard from the Sec-
retary of State, in response to the resolution, just what are
the facts.

I take it, sir, that the resolution has ne other purpose than
to ask of our own Secretary of State as to any steps taken by
that department as to the two things, either the modification or
the suspension of any part of the embargo. If nothing has been
done, that is the response; if anything has been done, then a
deseription of it; that is the response.

Mr. President, I wish for myself to say that I trust that in
these - diseussions no national prejudices shall ever cloud the
fair presentation of an economic question. Britain has a right
to her economic policy, and no ancient prejudices or, indeed,
present political grievances, if such existed, should be urged
in this body to wrongly color or to influence wrongful accusa-
tion against her. She has a right to whatever policy she
wishes to undertake. We have a right to whatever policy we
shall undertake. So, as the resolution merely inquires of our
Secretary of State for information for the benefit of the body,
I am unable to see that the strictures of the eminent Senators
are appropriate. It is only because it is an inquiry addressed
to our own Governmrent for information fhat I give it my
support. .

Mr. KING. Mr. President, just a word. The Senator from
Illinois [Mr. LEwis] yesterday regarded the action of Great
Britain in laying a temporary embargo as of great importance;
indeed, as I understood him, he felt that perhaps this was the
beginning of a trade war, and in the closing sentence of the
Senator’s speech he practically told Great Britain to beware of
the War of 1812, He evidently regarded the conduct of Great
Britain as provocative of criticism, and possibly as the begin-
ning of an economic war and fierce rivalry between the two
nations; and possibly, because of the warning note that he
sounded, he regarded the action of Great Britain in laying this
embargo as a grievance that might result in either trade wars
or possibly in a more serious controversy. Certainly if England
so intends this policy, then she might #egard our questioning
her policy as a criticism, in view of the fact that we began the
practice and are not yet free from it. However, I have no such
idea concerning England’s attitude toward the United States.
She wants the most cordial and friendly relations with this
Government and with the American people. She expects to be.
and will continue to be our most valued foreign purchaser.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr., SmitH] adjures us to look
after our business interests and domestic affairs.  In his earnest
appeal we all join. It is important that every possible course
be adopted to increase our trade and commerce. Our Nation
can not live only for herself. Important as is our home market,
we must find in the world around us markets for billicns of
dollars of ‘products annually. Our presperity depends upon
this.
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Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if this resolution only
inguired for information, as seems to be assumed by those who
have supported it, possibly there would be no serious objection
to it; but the resolution goes much further than that. It reads:

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is herﬁhf', requested
to inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest,
what steps, If any, have been taken bg the Department of State to
request the British Government to modily or suspend such prohibition.

That is not a request for information as to the facts, as to
the conditions upon which this embargo was based, but it is a
request for information as to what action has been taken by the
Secretary of State to carry out a policy in opposition to the
policy which has been decreed by Great Britain in this matter.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator
from Washington that if no action has been taken the reply
would be to that effect, and if some action has been taken it
would outline the course which the State Department had fol-
lowed in the matter. It does not commit the Senate to any-
thing, but it merely asks for information as to what the State
Department has done, if anything, with relation to the embargo
which is being placed upon American and other products.

Mr, POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I think it would be much
more dignified, if I may use that word, for the Senate to an-
nounce some policy of its own in a matter of this kind, instead
of merely seeking to ascertain whether the Secretary of State
has undertaken to mark out a policy for the American Govern-
ment in opposition to the deliberate action of the Government
of Great Britain in a matter so important as an embargo un-
doubtedly is.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator
that it would be a difficult matter for us to adopt a poliey which
. Congress should follow until we have all the facts relating to
the case? Presumably we may get some facts from the State
Department on which we can base a policy.

Mr. POINDEXTER. As I understand, the resolution contains
an implication that the Secretary of State ought to have taken
some action of this kind. That necessarily would be implied.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President——

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp-
shire. !

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator wish to imply that there would
be uny impropriety in the Secretary of State taking such action
or making an inquiry of the British Government to that effect?

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is a matter of opinion, a matter of
policy. In answer to the Senator I will say that my own per-
sonal opinion is that it would be a mistaken policy for the
Secretary of State to make such inquiries, unless he is in pos-
session of information that has not been presented to the Senate
as to the nature of the embargo. The mere fact that Great
Britain has laid an embargo upon certain importations certainly
is not sufficient ground for the Government of the United States
to put itself in opposition to that policy and to take official
action to oppose a policy which Great Britain has a perfect
right to adopt, and which she has applied to all the world with-
out diserimination.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, if that is so, then the unbroken
policy of the State Department has been improper and ground-
less, because it has been the continuous policy of the State
Department, as I know from personal experience, to keep wateh
over all governmental action of the kind here described, and
to instruct our diplomatic representatives in the various foreign
capitals to take immediate steps in protestation against govern-
mental action which may be detrimental to the extension of our
foreign trade. I happen to have passed through some episodes
of that kind myself, where, by the interposition of the State
Department, I was instructed not only to make representations
at the foreign office, but to use minatory language toward the
government to which I was aceredited in cases exactly like this.
The archives of the State Department and the archives of every
diplomatic commission of the United States in foreign countries
are full of instances of that kind, and the unbroken poliey of
the State Department has been certainly to take immediate
action in such cases. The resolution of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts simply asks what has been done under the policy which
we know to have existed for a long time in the State Depart-
ment, L

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I thought the Senator
rose merely to ask a question, I might comment on the fact
that the case which he has in mind, if I am correctly informed,
where the Senator, at that time occupying a diplomatie position
under the Government, was instruected to use minatory language,
was the case of a small, weak country.

The Senator was never instructed to use minatory language
toward a great power such as Great Britain. That has been
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quite a marked line of demarcation in the foreign policy, I
may say in the recent years, during the present administration,
of the Government of the United States. We pursue quite a
different policy toward Costa Rica and Haiti from the policy
we followed upon the sinking of the Lusilania by the German
Empire. There is quite a marked distinction; because when
the Senator who now graces a seat in this body from the State
of New Hampshire was minister to Greece he was instructed
to use minatory language on account of some action whick
Greece had taken—which I presume it was entirely within the
rights of Greece to take—I am somewhat surprised to note the
suggestion apparently implied in his remarks that the Secre-
tary of State would be exercising a wise discretion to use
gi;latiory language in this case toward the Empire of Great
ritain.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, the mere fact that the policy of
using minatory language was applied to a small government
does not change the principle of the thing at all. The fact is
that the policy of the State Department has been to protest—I
suppose the instructions to its diplomatic representatives were
couched in different terms, according to the conditions at the
seat of government where the representative was a resident—
but the policy and the practice have remained exactly the
same, that wherever action was taken in a legislative body or
by ministerial decree which threatened the market for Ameri-
can products our diplomatic representatives have been in-
structed to make representations; and in many cases it will
be found from a reading of the dispatches that the diplomatie
representatives did not wait for instructions, but, knowing that
to be the policy of the State Department, have made their rep-
resentations to the foreign office in advance of any instructions
from Washington. The resolution of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts, as I gather its sense, merely asks what has been done.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I decline to yield to the Senator now
for a speech.

Mr. MOSES. I beg the Senator's pardon.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will take my seat in just a moment. -

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
from Washington a question?

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not understand the word which the
Senator used. Is it * miniature” language, or what is it? I
did not quite catch if.

Mr. POINDEXTER. It sounds very mueh like that word. I
wias only quoting the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, does the Senator understand what
the word means? I am at a loss to know.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think a great deal of “ minlature™
language has been used. I think the Senator knows what that
means. Tt means just the opposite, however, of what the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire undoubtedly described by the word
“ minatory.”

There is not any doubt at all, Mr. President, that the Presi-
dent of the United States has, in the absence of legislation, the
initiative in conducting the foreign affairs of the country, and
the Secretary of State is exercising part of the powers that
are vested by the Constitution in the executive branch of the
Government. Under him are the ambassadors, the ministers, and
consular agents; but the question of the mere propriety or
legality of an action is a very different thing from the guestion
of the wisdom of it or the propriety of it, if you use the word
“ propriety ” in the sense of whether or not it is a wise policy.

I want to say in regard to the action of Great Britain and of
France, which I have heard criticized a good deal in recent
weeks in several different particulars, that in cases where they
were exercising that prerogative of a people to take care of
their own interests, I have rather admired them for it, even in
cases where the action was more or less detrimental to certain
interests in the United States. It is highly desirable, also, that
we should protect our interests. I admire Great Britain for
taking the step if it tends to protect her business interests. It
might be that when we know what the faets are, after we have
had an opportunity to examine the case, the Senate would de-
clde that the United States would be justified in requesting
Great Britaln to modify her attitude, because of its injurious
effects upon the indusiries of the United States. But I do not
think we ought to take such action, either expressly or by im-
plication, unless we are sure that we are justified in deing it,
and that the interests involved are of sufficient importance to
cause us to question for a moment such steps as Great Britain
has seen fit to take within her legal rights, without diserimina-
tion against the United States, to foster her interests. That is
especially true because of the situation in which Great Britain
finds herself at the end of a four years' struggle for her exist-
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ence, when her resources have been taxed to the utmost; when
her industries have been absorbed in the manufacture of
_munitions, have been dislocated, and In many instances de-
‘stroyed ; when her economie situation has been revolutionized;
when supplies have been accummulated; and when new moans
for readjusting industrial life may be found Necessary.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President——

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. WEEKS. I think I have something of the same senti-
ment with regard to what Great Britain is trying to do in pro-
tecting the interests of her own people; and it is the unanimous
sentiment of the business interests of Great Britain that such a
course should be taken. I have not seen a single statement for
months which has not been along that line.

If the Senator will pardon me for just a minute, I want to
read-—for I have in my hands an account of the meeting of the
Bradford Dyers' Association—something that was stated twe
years ago by the president of that association in cennection
with the trade conditions. He says:

In eonclusion, may I be permitted to say that in my opinion the
test hope for the future lies In our ceasing to act in the Interests

ar da.us, and in the meugultlan that after the war we should

ud determined to every question from the standpoint

ot lmpeﬂal interests lmly he pmhlems which will confront us after

ithe war are such as to demand a government representative of

all parties and e!ﬂsen devoting its attention almost entirely to the
effective organization of all the resources of the Empire.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think Great Britain is justified in
such action as that; and, looking upon her conduct in as im-
partial a spirit as possible, I admire the wisdom of her gov-
ernment in taking such steps to enable her industries fo recu-
- perate from the exhaustion of this war. I am informed that
both France and Great Brifain have been prudent and diligent
during the war in preparing for the continuation of their foreign
irade and commerce and their domestic industry at the close of
ithe war. In that respect they compare very favorably with the
United States; and the comparison is to the disadvantage of the
United States, because we have neglected what they have dili-
gently sought.

I noticed a few days ago that representatives of the adminis-
tration, representatives of the Federal Trade Commission, were
speaking in different parts of the country urging the American
people not to seek to acquire foreign trade in competition with
France and Great Britain, saying that it weuld be taking advan-
tage of our allies in their exhaustion after this great war; that
we ought not to interfere with the foreign trade of our com-
petitors. From other sources In the administration, from the
highest we have seen statements that the United
States ought not to profit by this war; that we ought not to
come out of the war with any advantage—an altruism that is
almost superhuman—the argument that although we have been
forced inlo & great war by Germany, although we have ex-
hausted our resourees In the defense of our institutions and of
the lives and rights of American citizens, though we are right
and our enemy wrong, we should not ask for reparation or for
indemnities. Our allies are asking for them; but those who
are in control of the American Government are set in their
policy that the United States, which shared the expense and
the sacrifices, shall ask for no indemnity.

Mr. President, there is no idealism that is worthy of the
name, there is no spiritual development that is admirable, that
has not its foundation in material things. You can not de-
velop the mind and the morals of a man unless he has some
of the material necessities and eomforts of life. You have to
minister te the physieal prosperity and well-being of a nation
in erder to build upon that foundation any sort of spiritual ex-
altation, or this ideal spirit of altruism that now seems to gov-
ern our affairs. We ought to look out for our interests. France
and Great Britain are justified in looking out for theirs, and I
think that before we pass this resolution, asking the Secretary
of Stafe if he has protested against this embargo, we ought to
inquire into the conditions and satisfy ourselves whether he
would be justified, under the circumstanees, in interfering with
this aetion of Great Britain in the mansgement of her own
affairs.

Mr. KEIRBY. Mr. President, I see no reason why we should
not ask for the information as proposed in this reselution; and,
so far as I am eoncerned, I am going to support it.

I am only going to speak because of seme observations made
by Senators who apparently fear that the passage of this rese-
Iution might militate against some eontemplated action on the
part of the Govermment hereafter that they may think would
be desirable to protect the potash manufacturers and the wheat
ErOWETS,

It seems to me that it is abeut time that it is understood in
the United States of Amerien that the Government is not going
to guarantee a price of $2.26 a bushel fur the entire wheat crop
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of 1919, when the winter crop had not all been planted to the
date the armistice was signed, and of spring wheat one-half
the entire erop has net been planted yet, and when neither of
the erops will be harvested under the same conditions that ex-
isted when this gnaranty was proposed, before the war ended.

I am not at all in faver of these embargoes and restrictions
talked about here, and that are expected, on the part of the
Government, to protect one part of the people of the United
States at the expense of all who mmust eat in this country of
ours; I am not in favor of such a policy at all. If these potash
manufaeturers, who have been spoken of here as having made
potash at the request of the Government at a great loss te them-
selves, were encouraged by the Government to do that under
such conditions that the Government ought to pay them for
any loss they may sustain, it is well to have the Government de
it, and not to levy a burden upon all who must use potash in
production of crops in this country in order that it may be
done; and the same thing is true about this wheat crop. Not
half of it has been planted yet, and it will all be harvested
under entirely different conditions than those existing at the
first planting even, and the Government ought not to be ex-
pected, under such eonditions, to make all the people who must
eat pay prices of this sort hereafter for the benefit of wheat
ZTOWerS.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, a parlinmentary inguiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware
will state it.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to inguire what disposition was
made of the amendment offered by the junior Semator from
Utah [Mr. KmNcl.

The PRESIDENT preo tempore. The third section of the
preamble, the Chair Is informed, was stricken out.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should not have been
greatly surprised if I had heard the voice of a free trader
strongly in support of. this resolution ; but I eonfess it does sur-
prise me somewhat to find a dyed-in-the-wool protectionist offer-
ing a resolution that does, no matter how much we may put
on the soft pedal, criticize another Government for sdopting a
policy of protection to its own eitizens.

Whatever you can say of this resolution, it is a resolution in-
viting the Secretary of State to inquire for a purpose, and that
purpose is to request the British Government to modify or sus-
pend this prohibition. What right has the legislative assembly
or Congress or Parliament of one couniry to request of an-
other eountry that it modify its own domestie policy with
reference to importations? What would be the sentiment of
the United States Congress if the British Parliament should:
introduce and pass a resolution protesting against a tariff levied
by the Amerlcan Congress? We would resent it, and we would
resent it, I think, truthfully and earnestly. .

If the Senator from Massachusetts should simply inquire
of the Secretary of State what steps he had taken to meet any
condition that was against our interests, or what inquiry he
had made, it would present an entirely different question; but
this, Mr. President, is not an inquiry for the purpose of deter-
mining what Great Britain has done or purposes to do. It is
simply an inguiry to determine why we have not protested
against the action of the British Government. For my part I
do not consider it a very appropriate thing to do, especially in
the face of the fact that we as Republicans, we as protection-
ists, are in favor of levying sueh a prohibitive tariff as will
enable the American producer to produce anything that ean be
produced in the United States as against any foreign com-

tion.

petJWe have seen the prices of dyestuffs mount some thousand per
cent in a very few months on account of this war. We are now,
starting in this country the manufacture of dyestuffs to supply,
the American manufacturer of cotton and silken fabries. I hope
that we will put a duty on dyestuffs sufliciently large to enable
the American producer to get on his feet ; and I would not eare,
Mr. President, if it went so far as to operutc as an absolate pro-
hibition of any importation.

Again, for the purpose of preseecuting our war, which we ex-
pected in all probability might last over amother year, and to
secure food for ourselves and our allies, we veted, by a very
large majority, at least, that we would fix the price of bread
and flour for the next year considerably above the market price.
Now, there is just one way in which we ean maintain that. T
do not care whether we maintain it by a direct congressional em-
bargo or under the system of a license now adopted. We will
keep out Australan wheat, we will keep ouf Canadian wheat,
during the year 1919. Then why may we not expeet a protest
from Canada against such an embargo? Would the Canadian
Parliament for a moment think of questioning our right to place
an embargo, under the conditions, against Canadian grain?
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President

Mr, McCUMBER. Here is a little couniry, one-third the size
of the State of Minnesota, with 35,000,000 people to take care of.
She must import everything upon which she places the hand of
labor from every section of the earth, and then reexport it again
from Great Britain. With her very life depending upon her
ability to manufacture and to give work to her labor, we eriticize
her; and I am not saying that so much in reference to the Sena-
tor’s resolution as in reference to the remarks which were made !
yesterday, in which we threatened that she would meet the spirit
of 1812 if she dared to place an embargo against the importation
of articles into Great Britain, while she must do so in order to
protect her own citizens.

I for one, Mr. President, protest against our eriticizing any
nation that is doing exactly the same thing that we have been
}loing in the past and that we shall be compelled to do in the

uture.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield ; and if so, to whom?

Mr. McCUMBER. Pardon me; I yield to the Senator from
Ilinois, who first rose.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inguire if the Senator does not
think the billion and a half recommended by the late Secretary
of the Treasury to establish credits for the purchase of raw
materials might not have prompted a spirit of gratitude on the
part of Great Britain?

Mr. McCUMBER. The gquestion answers itself. I yield now
to the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. WEEKS. 1 do not know that finally I will be in a posi-
tion to criticize Great Britain for the action which has been
taken, but the Senator from North Dakota very truly says they
are trying to protect their industries and keep their people em-
ployed. I said two or three times that very action prevents us
from employing our people in this country. When I see men
walking the streets in the Massachusetts shoe cities because
the trade with Europe has been cut off, the million dollars of
business we were doing in that line with Great Britain was
stopped suddenly two years ago, and the embargo has not been

-removed, I say that I prefer, if one is necessary, to see the
workmen of Great Britain walking the streets rather than the
svorkmen in this country. :

- Mr. McCUMBER. Let me answer the Senator. When we
put 60, 70, and 100 per cent duty on woolen goods we did not
ask the question whether as a result of that it would compel
British workmen to walk the streets. We were looking after
American interests. I agree with the Senator. We are both
good protectionists. I believe in protecting our people, but I
do not believe in criticizing another country for doing exactly
the same thing that we are doing.

Mr. WEEKS. The Senator from North Dakota is far too
keen a man not to see the difference between prohibition and
protection. This embargo is prohibition. It stops all trade.

- Mr. McCUMBER. So an embargo against wheat will be a
prohibitisn. It will stop all importations of wheat and we
have got to stop it all from coming into this country?

Mr. REED. Why?

Mr. McCUMBER. Simply because we have so provided in
our law, as a4 war measure.

Mr. REED. That wheat shall not be shipped in?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. REED. Where is that clause in the law?

Mr. McCUMBER. I will tell the Senator where the clause
is. We have done this: We have provided that we will fix the
price—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which is House bill 13308,

Mr. WEEKS. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution
may go over without prejudice. -

Mr. POMERENE. 1 object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the
resolution will go to the calendar.

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, ag in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13308) making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1920, and for other purposes.

-Mr. BANKHEAD. When the Senate adjourned yesterday
evening we were considering an amendment offered by the
Senator from Virginia [Mr, Swaxsox] to the committee amend-
ment inserting section 6, That amendment is now before the

Senate, I understand. . g

Mr. KELLOGG. If the chairman of the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads will listen to me for a moment, that
amendment was offered for printing and to lie on the table. I
should like to offer an amendment to section 6, which has been
printed for several days, if the Senator does not object at this
time. I do not think there is any serious objection to the
amendment.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no objection in the world to the
amendment. I think it is a very proper one.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed
by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kerroca] to the amend-
ment will be read. .

The SEcreTARY. In section G, page 37, line 13, after the word
“act™ insert the following proviso:

Provided, That where the constitution of any Btate prohibits the
same from engaging upon Internal improvements, or from contractin
?ubllc debts for extraordinary purposes in an amount sufficient to mee!
he monetary reguirements of the act of July 11, 1016, or any act
amendatory thereof, or restricts annual tax levies for the purpose of
constructing and improving roads and bridges, and where a constitu-
tional alteration or amendment to overcome either or all of such pro-
hibitions must be submitted to a referendum at a general election, the
sum to which such State is entitled under the method of apportionment
provided in the act of July 11, 1016, or any act amendatory thereof
ghall be withdrawn by the retary of the Treasury from the princlpui
fund appropriated by the act of July 11, 1916, or any act amendatory
thereof, upon receipt of the certification of the governor of such State
to the existence of elther or all of said prohibitions, and such sum shall
be carried by the Secretary of the Treasury as.a separate fund for
future disbursement as hereinafter provided: Provided further, That
when, by referendum, the constitutional alterations or amendments
necessary to the enjoyment of the sum so withdrawn have been ap-
proved and ratified any State, the Secretary of the Treasury, upon
recelpt of certification from the governor of such State to such effect,
shall Immediately make available to such State, for the purposes set
forth in the act of July 11, 1916, or any act amendatory thereof, the
sum withdrawn as hereinbefore provided: And provided further, That
nothing herein shall be deemed to prevent any State from recelving such
portion of said princlpal sum as is avallable under its existing con-
gtitution and laws,

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I have submitted this
amendment to the chalrman and several members of the com-
mittee, and I am informed by the members of the committee that
it is entirely satisfactory. There are two or three States,
I am informed by the road department, which have a pro-
vision in their constitutions, some of which are now being
amended, which would prohibit them from taking advantage of
the full amount of this appropriation, and the object is simply,
that so much thereof as can not be taken advantage of imme-
diately shall be set aside by the Treasury and not paid over
to the State until the constitutions are amended. That is the
condition in my own State, where a constitutional amendment
is being submitted at this time. I understand the chairman
has no objection to this amendment. A

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think it is a proper amendment. :

Mr. SWANSON. It can not be adopted at present, because
‘the amendment I offered to the amendment must be disposed
of first. .

Mr. KELLOGG. I understood that the amendment of the
committee is subject to amendment now. |

Mr. SWANSON. ' The amendment I offered yesterday has not
been disposed of. i

Mr. KELLOGG. I offered this amendment before the Senas
tor from Virginia offered his amendment, and it has been lylng
on the table, !

Mr. NELSON, Will the Senator from Virginia allow me?
This amendment is to the same section as the amendment
offered by the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection to the amendment. I
think it ought to be adopted. :

Mr. KEELLOGG The Senator does not object to its being
considered at this time?

Mr. SWANSON. But when the Senate adjourned yesterday
my amendment was under consideration and it should be dis-
posed of. I think there is no objection to my amendment,
which was under consideration when the Senate adjourned,
and it should be disposed of first.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
the parliamentary situation is that the amendment of the Sena-
tor from Virginia was pending at the time the Senate ad-
journed, and therefore it is in order at this time. I

Mr. KELLOGG. Then I offer this as an amendment to the
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. !

Mr, SWANSON. I have no objection to it.

Mr, LENROOT. . I wish to ask the Senator whether the lan-
guage of his amendment would not prevent a State from re-
ceiving any of this money where under ifs constitution it
would be entitled to receive and expend a portion of it, but not
to the amount that is provided in the bill? :
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Mr. KELLOGG. No; I have added a proviso. A proviso at
the end takes care of that. The State may receive any sum
which it ean under its constitution allow.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator offers his amendment, I under-
stand, to the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia,
That would be an amendment in the third degree. The amend-
ment of the Senator from Virginia is an amendment to the
amendment of the committee.

Mr, KELLOGG. Then I will withdraw my amendment for

@ present.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is with-
drawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the
Senator from Virginia to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. VARDAMAN. I ask that the amendment to the amend-
ment be read. g

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
amendment to the amendment.

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 15, strike out the period,
insert a colon and the following words:

Provided, That so much of the appropriation apportioned to any
State under the said act approved July 11, 1916, or under this section
for fiscal year as remains une at the close thereof s
be a le for expenditure in that State until the close of the second
fiscal year lnoccem the close of the fiscal year for which such ap-
portionment was ma except that amounts apportioned for an 1

r to any State which has not a State highwa rtment shall be
avallable for expenditure in that State until the close of the third fiscal
year succeeding the close of the fiscal year for which such appertion-
ment was made,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, President, T am opposed to this amend-
ment. I do not think it ought to be adopted. The only justifi-
cation that we have for making these tremendous appropriations
for roads at this time is to take care of unemployment that
exists or may exist threughout the country. This amendment
changes the existing law in this respect. The present law pro-
vides that if the amount allotted to a State is not expended by
the State during the year for which it is allotted it may bé
carried into the next fiscal year. In other words, it gives a
State two years in which to expend the money that is allotted
to it under the law. The pending amendment proposes to ex-
tend that one year and give them three years in which to ex-
pend this money. .

Mr. President, what is the situation before us? In view of
the condition of the Treasury, it seems so plain that Congress
ought not to be making appropriations for unnecessary improve-
ments, desirable though they may be, unless it be for the pur-
pose of taking care of unemployment., I believe that is neces-
sary. I believe an appropriation for roads is one of the best
means we can use for taking care of this unemployment. Bnt,
Mr. President, this appropriation ought not to be considered us
a grab bag by each State to get its share, and if it does not use
it now, when unemployment exists, that it may use it two or
three years later.

It ought to be treated as an unemployment question. That
is not a local question. That is a national guestion. If we
have 500,000 unemployed men walking the streets in three
States like Illinois, New York, and Pennsylvania, that is not a
local question to those three States. The unemployment of that
half-million men affects every State in the Union, and we ought
to take care of that wnemployment in some such way as this.
So I am in favor of apprepriating $100,000,000, $125,000,000, or

$200,000,000, if necessary, for the purpose of taking care of this

unemployment and at the same time receiving a benefit in the
way of improved roads in this country.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. LENROOT. 1 yield.

Mr, WADSWORTH. I am impressed by what the Senator
from Wisconsin says about the necessity for taking eare of
unemployment. AMay I ask him to give me his opinion of the
proviso at the end of this section, to which it is now sought to
add a second proviso? I have ce to the proviso which
provides that preference shall be given to honorably discharged
soldicrs, sailors, and marines. Is it not a fact that if there
were 500,000 men who are now unemployed, with the exception
of a small percentage they are soldiers, sailors, and marines?

Mr, LENROOT. I think that is true. I do not think the pro-
wiso, so far as unemployment is concerned, will be very mafe-
rial, although I see no harm in it. I take it for granted that,
in so far as employment can be provided, private industry is
going to give preference to our returned soldiers and sailors,
But, aside from the guestion of providing employment, Low ean
these appropriations be justified? :

. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar] said yesterday,
when he was asked where we would get the money to pay these
vast appropriations, “ We will take it out of the profiteers.” I

wish to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that in
the revenue bill, the conference report of which will soon be
presented, the Democratic side of this aisle unanimously voted
to reduce for 1920 the excess-profits tax, thereby reducing the
revenue $2,000,000,000. I wish to call the attention of that side
of the aisle to the fact that while the provisions they have
made for 1920 will bring only a revenue of $4,000,000,000, the
estimates made now, not including appropriations of this char-
acter for 1920, amount to $8,000,000,000.

Where are we going to get the money? Are we going to con-
tinue to vote bond issues in time of peace? If not, where is
the money coming from? The eminent chairman of the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads was asked that question
the other day, and this was his reply :

Mr. Kixg. Has the committee having this bill in charge taken into
account the ways and mesns by which the revenue is to be obtained
to meet these rapld:![y increasing expenditures?
mlﬁ;'e E? :ggnlzui?ghseh;:diihghifﬁsnnmwdmthg e thmds Kaetsens %m-
will 2 to that. ce Liid ee o @ Sen A ey

According to the Senator’s idea there is no responsibility upon
Senators and Members of Congress who are not members of the
Finance Committee or the Committee on Ways and Means with
reference to the cxpenditures of the Government; * they will
attend to that.”

Mr. President, one of the reasons why the party on that side
of the aisle will be in the minority instead of the majority soon
is just because of that attitude upon their part, not only now
but in the past, treating the United States Treasury as one of
boundless resource, seeking to get all the dollars they can get for
their own States, irrespective of the national needs or of the
condition of the Treasury as a whole.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McKrrrar in the chair),
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from
Colorado?

Mr. LENROOT. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. I am in full sympathy with the Senator's
criticism, but I am unable to perceive any difference, either of
opinion or conduct, on this guestion on either side of the
Chamber.

Mr, LENROOT. There is this difference, I may say, and I
called attention to it a moment ago: While hat side of the
aisle is continuing and proposing tremendous appropriations,
that side of the aisle is attempting to fix a fiscal policy for 1920
reducing the revenues of the Government $2.000,000,000. That
side of the aisle is responsible for that and not this side.

Mr, THOMAS. That is true, Mr. President. This side of the
aisle at present is in charge of such legislation. Nevertheless,
I believe the amount of revenue which we propose to raise by
that bill is just as much as the business and producing energies
of the country now can stand; and I do not believe after the
Senator’s party eomes into power it will augment the amount
of revenue very much by additional revenue bills. .

I may also say that members of the Finance Committee repre-
senting the other side of the Chamber, where there was no
partisanship, so far as the discussion of items of the bill was
concerned, were quite as willing to consider and act upon the
proposed reductions as members upon this side.

Mr. LENROOT. I am very glad the Senator from Colorado
does not at all agree with the chairman of the committee that
we may go on and make these endless appropriations and trust
to the Finance Committee of the Senate to find the revenue,

Mr, THOMAS. I said so the other day—IT think Saturday
morning—and expressed myself along that line as well as I
could.

Mr. LENROOT. I am fully in accord with what the Senator
from Colorado stated the other day.

Mr., McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator if American industry is at such a low ebb that it can
not give employment to the hundreds of thousands of men, how
that American industry, through an income tax or any other
kind of tax, is going to pay for the enormous additional ex-
pense of cutting down hills and digging up trees by the roots?

Mr. LENROOT. I can not answer the guestion. The Sen-
ator should address his question to some one upon the other side
of the aisle, who is taking the position that we ean make appro-
priations in unlimited smounts and still the revenue in some
way wiil be forthcoming to meet them.

1 wish to say again that I believe it is necessary to provide
for unemployment during the next year. I believe that the
improvement of roads is one of the best means which can be
found to take care of that unemployment, beeause in the build-
ing of reads we have as high a percentage of labor cost as in any
other public work in which we might engage.
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Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator does he not think:

there is a much better way, and that is to take such action as
will put our industries on a prosperous course and allow the

-industries to earn money and to give the employment?

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator from North Dakota knows even
much better than I that between ncw and the 4th of March it
will be impossible for Congress to legislate in any such way
as that. He knows it will not be done, and the fact that there
ought to be legislation, in which I fully concur, does not excuse
Congress if it shall fail to do what it can temporarily do to
take care of this unemployment.

One of the reasons given by the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Swanson] for the introduction ef this amendment was that
there were some legislatures which would not be in session this
year, and the States would not, therefore, be able to take ad-
vantage of this appropriation, and therefore it should be ex-
tended so that those States in which the legislature does not
meet this year might later on avail themselves of the appro-
priation.

Mr. President, in this crisis of the country if there is any State
in the Union whose legislature is not willing to be called in
special session by their governor to do their part toward meet-
ing this situation, instead of saying to Uncle Sam, “ We think
you ought to do it all,” that State is not entitled to a dollar of
these appropriations. Bach State ought to assume at least a
portion of the burden of solving these questions, and it ought
not all to be left to the National Government. I would say that
any State which has an unemployment situation, or any State
which has problems of readjustment, if their legislature will
not meet in special session and avail themselves of this appro-
priation, if it shall be made, Is not entitled to any appropriation
at all. On the other hand, if the amendment be adopted we will
find this situation in those States undoubtedly. They will take
the position, * the building of roads costs more now than it will
a year or two from now, so we will not build roads in this State
now. We have the money from Uncle Sam. We will Iet it pile
up, and we will wait two or three years and get it then, when

we can build mere roads for the same amount of money than we

can bulld fo-day.”

Oh, Mr. President, it can not be justified, and this appropria-
tion can not be justiﬁed for a single moment, except alone upon
the theory of providing for unemployment.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I am for this appropriation
because I believe it is a wise policy. It should be a national
law. Travel is national, State, and local. Travel being na-
tional, State, and local, the appropriations for road improve-
ments should be similar,

England has had a system, local in character, as suggested by
gome Senators, for centuries. She would never have builded
such roads as she now has had ghe left the local settlement of
the question to the counties and local authorities there, When
ghe appropriated moncy out of the national treasury to ald the
loeal, England 'began to have a splendid system of roads.
France had a similar experience. There has been good improve-
ment in those States where the State has aided the local au-
thorities. When the Federal Government has a vast travel over
State reads, it is but right that it should pay its part of the
burden,

Clongress appropriates vast sums a year to earry mail over the
railroads, and yet when you come to earry mail over the post
roads a great many people do not want to pay anything for
that privilege. If it is right to pay to carry mail over the
railroads, it is right and proper to pay a just and fair sum to
improve the roads that the Federal Government uses for ifs
mail. It is strange some people will antagonize every propo-
gition to pay for carrying mail over country roads and yet
never offer any antagonism to paying for earrying mail over the
railroads.

If there ever was a time when this Government can afford
to go into road building it is now. ' We have millions and
hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of material in the
Army and Navy that eould be utilized for this purpose—trueks,
road-building material, and machinery of all kinds—which will
be wasted and useless unless this appropriation is made and
that material made available and turned over to the Federal
and State Governments, thus permitting the Federal Govem-
ment to do its part in mnstrmting these roads.

It is a wise national policy. It is a policy that the country is
entitled to have,

The same antagonism was offered to the rural delivery, the
game criticism was made, the same objection was made that
is now offered to road improvement. I was a Member of the
House and was on the first committee which reported the first
$10,000 for rural delivery. We were antagonized for contend-
ing for rural delivery, as we are now for insisting on national

aid te publie roads. It grew. It had a hard and strenuous
fight, but fo-day nothing has dome more for the country than
rural delivery, and there is nothing to the repeal of which
there would be more objection than the great system of rural
delivery.

What is this amendment of mine? Under the present law,
if the money is not made use of by the local authorities or
State authorities the sueceeding year it is divided among all
the other States. This is an increased appropriation that is
being made, and some of the State legislatures are not in ses-
sion. You would have to call them suddenly into session in
order to avail themselves of this money. This amendment pro-
vides that if the money shall not be used in the succeeding
fiscal year it may be used in the second fiscal year in order
that a great many of the States in which the legislatures are
not now meeting may have time to meet and provide fer this
matter.

It seems to me to be but right that the States should have
this opportunity to get their part of this appropriation. I think
it helps to give employment, but I am not for this legislation
solely because it gives employment. I favor it as a national
system of road improvement. I believe we will never have a
fine, good, splendid system of national roads until the Federal
Government, the State government, and the local communities
bear a just and fair share of the burden.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President——

Mr. SWANSON. I yield.

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator has just stated that the Gov-
ernment has millions of dollars’ worth of equipment that it
might utilize for this purpose. I wish to ask the Senator
whether it is not a fact that under the bill and under the law
now existing the Government could not use a single truck for
the purpose of constructing these roads?

Mr. SWANSON. This bill turns over to be used on these
roads such material as the War Department will not need in
the Army to be used in road construetion. There is an amend-
ment carrying that. I think if there ever was a time when the
National Government can start on this work efliciently, start on
it well, it is this time. You will have a great many engineers
and a great many people who have been employed on road con-
struction for the Army and for the Navy in France and here,
and if there ever was a time when the Government could eco-
nomically and well enter upon a national policy of the construct-
ing of public roads now is a good time,

This amendment is not material, but it does seem to me to be
just. The latter part of it provides something with reference
to States which have not highway commissions. I think every
State now has a highway commission. That is simply earrying
out the provisions of the law which existed before. I am will-
ing for that portion to be eliminated.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. SWANSON. I yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to ask the Senator a question for
information. The Senator has stated that these roads are all
national roads. Well, that is true in my own State and in
every Northern State of which I know. One can there go any-
where and use the public roads; but I find that if I go down the
Shenandoah Valley I have to pay 5 cents a mile for driving over
the public road; at least, that has been my experience in the
last few years, though I do not know whether or not that has
been the policy in the last few months. I want to ask the Sena-
tor from Virginia whether the United States Government in de-
livering mail on the Shenandoah Valley road pays tolls?

Mr. SWANSON. T should think that was formerly so, be-
cause that road was built by a turnpike company, which was a
corporation in which the State of Virginia was a large stock-
holder. I think now the State of Virginia has taken that road
over and made it a State rond. I am satisfied that no tolls
are now being collected; but originally that road was con-
structed by a corporation, in which, as I have said, the State
of Virginia was a large stockholder.

Mr. McCUMBER. And after the State of Virginia gets a nice
little sum to build her roads she will at least stop charging the
Nation for going over them,

Mr. SWANSON. I think every toligate has been taken off
ginece the State of Virginia took that road over. The State of
Virginia did not get any dividends from the money previcusly
collected on the road, but, as I understand, it was all spent on
its improvement.

Mr. McCUMBER, I am not saying anything in eriticism of
it, but I simply want to know whether the Government of the
United States has been paying tolls, as private individuals have
been doing.
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Mr. SWANSON. I should think it has been, although I do not
know. It was a corporation which built this road—the Valley
‘Turnpike Co. Some private individuals had stock in the com-
pany, and the State of Virginia was a stockholder. Now, I
think the State of Virginia has taken over this, that it is a
State road, and that there are no tollgates on it.

Mr, McCUMBER. Then we, who pay about four-fifths of the
taxes for the purposes of these roads, will be entitled, I presume,
to drive over them as freely as we now drive over other roads.

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from North Dakota says, “ We
who pay about four-fifths of the taxes.” These roads are to be
constructed by Federal aid.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I say we who have paid four-fifths of
the taxes for the construction of the roads now to be built under
this appropriation.

Mr. SWANSON. There is no payment of four-fifths under
this bill by anybody. The Federal Government simply pays
one-half upon the roads upon which it carries its own mails.

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that.

Mr. SWANSON, How the Senator can say anyone pays four-
fifths, I can not understand.

Mr. McCUMBER. I say that of the sum which will pay this
one-half four-fifths will come from the Northern States. That
is what I mean.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia
vield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr, SWANSON, I yield to the Senator.

Mr. BANKHEAD. In answer to the question of the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr., McCumeer], I desire to say that if
he will read the bill he will see that it expressly provides that

o part of this appropriation shall go to roads where tolls are
charged. That language is in the original law; it has always
been in the law; and the road to which he refers has never
received a cent of this money, and never can if it charges tolls.

Mr. McCUMBER. Anything that will knock down the poles
across my drive in going through Virginia I shall look upon with
great favor.

Mr. SWANSON. They have disappeared, I will say to the
Senator.

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. SWANSON. I do.

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator is willing to eliminate what
I understood to be the latter part of the amendment as to three
years, I think, as the Senator from Wisconsin says, the law
now takes care of two years, and so does not need any amend-
ment at all.

Mr. SWANSON. The law says “ succeeding year,” and my
amendment says “ the second year.”

Mr. KELLOGG. The “ succeeding year” is the second year.

Mr. SWANSON. I will explain it to the Senator. If the
appropriation is confined to this year or is made to expire in the
first part of the next year the legislature would have to meet
in the meantime in order to secure the benefit of this legislation.
Some legislatures do not meet except once in two years, and
they would be compelled to hold an extra session in some States
in order to get the funds to comply with this law.

Mr. KELLOGG. I think the Senator from Virginia is en-
tirely mistaken, because this law applies to this appropriation,
and this appropriation is not going to be made in the last fiscal
year, but in this fiscal year. Then any sum not appropriated
will go over to the next year, just as the Senator from Wis-
consin has stated. I think the law now takes care of it. If
ithe Senator will look it over I am sure he will see that it does.

Mr. SWANSON. My attention was called to the matter by the
highway commissioner of Virginia, who stated that our legis-
lature would not meet this year. It was at his suggestion that

I offered the amendment. Other States are similarly situated.

Mr. KELLOGG. Do I understand that the Senator has elimi-
nated the last part of his amendment?

Mr. SWANSON. The last part of the amendment may be
eliminated, because every State has a highway commisgion now.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I trust that this amendment will
not be adopted by the Senate. The existing law would authorize
as to the $50,000,000 provided for, for the fiscal year ending
June 80, 1919, the legislature of any State to provide for the
same amount for building these roads any time until June 30,
1920. With the amendment it means that the appropriation of
$50,000,000, which is asked for at this time, based upon the fact
that it is to be used primarily for giving employment to the
unemployed of this country; that the legislature of a State, if
this amendment is adopted, need not even draw the money from

the Government until June 30, 1922, the second appropriation
of §75,000,000 until 1923, and the third appropriation not until
June 30, 1924,

Then, under this amendment—although I understand now that
the Senator from Virginia is perfectly willing to eliminate it—
if a State does not have a highway commission there can be one
year more added to the years to which I have already called
attention.

I think, if there is-any justification for making these appro-
priations, they ought to be made for this year, if possible; that
the expenditure of the money ought to begin as quickly as possi-
ble, and let a future Congress take care of the $75,000,000 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921. The next Congress or the
Congress two years hence will know very much more, Mr. Presi-
dent, about the condition of the Treasury of the United States
and the ability of the people of this country to pay taxes than
we do at this time. We should not at this time be obligating the
Government of the United States to pay hundreds of millions
of dollars when we scarcely know how we are going to meet
the expenses of the Government for the coming fiscal year.

Ileference has been made to-day to the amount of taxes which
will have to be raised for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, or
the coming fiscal year. Why, Mr. President, if we shonld take
every dollar of profit of all the businesses in the United States
it would not be sufficient to pay the obligations which the Gov-
ernment will be under for the next fiscal year. Ten billion
dollars will not cover those obligations. g

I say now that if it is undertaken to collect more than
$4,000,000,000 out of the business of the country for 1919 by
way of taxation the business interests of the country can not
stand it; there will be failures from one end of this land to
the other, and the panics which we have had in this country
in the past will have been as zephyrs compared to a cyclone.
So I want the American people to know now that they have
got to purchase bonds next year—not this year alone but next
year as well—not millions or hundreds of millions of dollars’
worth but billions of dollars’ worth. If Congress is going to
appropriate money for the building of roads now, I think it
ought to make one appropriation, and that it ought to require
the money to be expended, if the States take advantage of this
law, at the very earliest possible date.

I intend to offer an amendment, if no other Senator does, as
soon as the pending amendment is disposed of, to strike out
$75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921. That
means, Mr. President, under the pending a.mendment, if adopted,
the States need not provide money or expend money upon these
roads until the year 1924,

The Senator from Virginia says that we have been perfectly
willing to pay the railroads for carrying mail over their roads,
but that we were not willing to pay for carrying the mail over
the country roads. Why, Mr, President, there is not a letter
or a package being carried over the country roads wherever
mail is carried that is not paid for by the Government. We
have the rural route delivery; we have men employed by the
tens of thousands for that purpose. I will admit that in the
past they have not always been paid what they ought to have
been paid for that service, and I am glad to see that there is
some provision made here to take care of those men who labor
in season and out of season, in all sorts of weather, and under
all sorts of conditions, and that they are being recognized in
this bill. However, the mail carried over the country roads
costs the Government of the United States more, of course, in
proportion than does the carriage of mail over the railroad
lines, and it ought to do so. Nobody is objecting to that; but
I do not want to hear arguments used in this Chamber that
nothing is paid for that service.

Mr. President, all I shall ask is that the Senate record its
judgment on this amendment. I think the present law which
gives one year’s time for the State to decide whether they de-
sire to build a road or not, or to decide upon what roads the
money shall be spent, affords a long enough time during which
the Treasury of the United States should be bound. I hope
that the amendment will be defeated.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] has expressed my views in reference
to these appropriations, I can justify such appropriations
for the first year and possibly for two years, but I do not be-
lieve that the general terms of the existing law should be
changed. This ought to be treated and considered as an
emergency appropriation to care for the emergency that every-
body fears is impending. So, Mr. President, I make the point
of order against the amendment on the ground that it changes

[ existing law. That seems to be conceded by everyone.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir-
ginia eare to be heard-on the point of order?

Mr, SWANSON. I will leave it to the Chair to decide
whether the point of order is well taken.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus-
tained. .
SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I rige to move the present
consideration of Senate resolution 415.
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

. quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The Seeretary will call the roll

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Baird Henderson Martin, Va. Sherman
Bankhoead Hollis Moses Bimmons
Calder Johnson, 8. Dak, Myers Smith, 8. C.
Calt Jones, N. Mex, New Smoot
Culberson Jones, Wash, Nugent Sutherland
Cummins Kellogg Page Swanson
rt Kendrick e Thomas
D ham Kenyon Poindexter Thompson
Fe d Kirby Pollock WISe
Fletcher Knox Pomerene Underwaod
France La Follette Reed Vardaman
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Robinson Wadsworth
Gay MeCumber Saulsbury Warren
Gerry McKellar Shafroth atson
Hale MeNary Bheppard Weeks

Mr. SHEPPARD. 1 desire to announee that the Senator from
Kentueky [Mr. Beckuam], the Senator from Norfh Carclina
[Mr. OvErMAN], and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Worcorr]
are detained on official business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answered
1o their names. There is a quorum present. The question is on
the motion of the Senator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Senate resolution 415, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution (8. Res. 415), as follows:

JWhercas a petition has been filed with the Senate of the United States

by Mr. MHenry Ford, of Michigan, contesting the election of Mr.

H. Newberry, of Michigan, as a Benator from sald State, and

asking for the preservation and recount of the ballots, and the investi-

gation ef the unlawful expenditures of mo alleged to have been

made by and on behalf of the said Mr. Truman H. Newberry, and notice
thereof has been given; ;

Whereas information has been received to the effect that in certain
Iocalities within the State some of the ballots are being destroyed, and
that others are likely to be destroyed unless they are taken possession
of by the Benate for the purpese of preserving and recounting the
same : Therefore be it
Resolved, That the said petition and the papers and the doecuments

accompanyg‘r:f the same be, and they are hereby, referred to the Com-

mittee on vileges and Yiections for lmtmﬁ'on and report thereon,

Resolved er, That the said Committee on Privileges and Elections
of the Senate, or any subcommittee thereef, be, and it is hereby, author-
ized and empowered to take possession of the ballots, poll books,
sheets, and all other documents and records relating to the sald elec-
tion held for United Btates Senator in the State Michigan on the
Gth day of November, 1918, and that the Sergeant at Arms of the SBenate
be, and he is hereby, instructed to carry out the direetions ef the sald
Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, in
that behalf, and that the said Committee on Pﬂv%ﬂ Elections
or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, to proceed
with all convenient speed to take all neeessary steps for the preservation
of the said ballots, Poll books, tally sheets, and other documents, and to
recount the said ballots, and to take and rve all evidence as to the
various matters alle in the gaid petition and notice, and of any
alleged fraud, irregularity, and unlawful expenditure of moncy in the
sald election and primaries, and to the intimidation of voters, ar other
facts alfecting the result of said election.

Resolved further, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or
any subcommittee thereof, be authorized te sit during the sessions of
the Senate and during any recess of the Senate or of the Congress, to
hold its sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most con-
venient for the parposes of the i.nvcnufntlan. and to have full power to
subpeena partles and witnesses, and to reguire the production of all
papers, hooks, and documents, and other evidence relating to the sald
invesatigation ; and to employ clerks and stenographers at a eost not to
cxceed $1 per printed page, to take and make a reeord of all evidemce
taken and received by the committee; and to keep a record of its 3
eceedings ; and to have such evidence, records, and ether matter requ
by the committee printed.

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and his
deputy are hereby required to attend the said Committee on Privileges
and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, and to execute its diree-
tions; that the chairman or any member of the committee be, and is
hereby, empowered to administer oaths ; that each of the parties to said
contest be entitled to represcntatives and attorneys at the recount and
the taking of evidence; that all disputed ballots or records be pre-
served, go that final action may be had thereon by the full commi
and the Senate; that the committee may appoint subcommittees of one
or more members to represent the committee at the varlons places in
the making of the recount and the taking of evidence, and the com-
mittee may appeint soch supervisors of the recount as it deem:
: and that the committee may adopt and enforee snchmr:]vm and
regujatlunn for the conduct of the recount and the taking of evidemce
as it may deem wise, not Inconsistent with this resolution; and that
the committee shall report to the Senate as early as may be; and from
&m& to tlnlsleﬁ.tff it deems best, submit all the testimony and the result

& reco

Resolved further, That the expenses incurred in the earrying out of
these resolutions shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate
upon vouchers ordered the committee, or any subeommittee thercof,
and appraved by the chalrman of the committee.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I would not rise to present
this motion if I were not impressed with the fact that it is neces-
sary under the conditions as they exist in the Michigan contest.
It is not the idea of the committee that this Senate should finally
decide upon the merits of this ease. We understand, of course,
that even if we attempted to do that it would not be binding on
the succeeding Senate. I agree that unless there are extraordi-
nary circumstances, which I do not have in mind now, the eom-
mission which is issued by the governor of the State is prima
facie evidence of title, which would give the contestee the right
to the seat temporarily or until the case shall be finally decided,
but the issue goes beyond that. :

This election was held on the 5th of November, The primaries

-were held in August or September. It appears of record in the

State of Michigan that in this particular primary there was col-
lected by a committee which had in charge the Newberry cam-
paign $178,000, and that it expended $176,000 in that eampaign.
It is charged that the expenditures were perhaps two or three
times this amount. I do not know what the fact is in that behalf.
Suffice it to say that that amount, of which we have record, is
an extraordinary amount, a sum largely in excess of any amount
that has ever been expended in any State, so far as we have any
record.

A notice of contest has been filed. It appeared before the
committee that after this expenditure of money became known
to the publie, and particularly to the people of the State of
Michigan, efforts were made to get Mr. Newberry to withdraw,
but, it seems, without avail.

After this petition came into the Senate en January 27, 1919,
this resolutien asking for an investigation was favorably re-
ported to the Senate. Abeut the time that report was made,
or a little later, a communication was sent te the United States
Senate signed by the attorney of Mr. Newberry, Judge Murfin,
who, I understand, is a very reputable lawyer, in which he makes
certain eountercharges against Mr. Ford, the contestant. I do
not know what the purpose of the presentation of this communi-
cation wasg, but its effect upon my mind was to cenfirm me in
the convietion that it was very necessary to inquire into all
of the facts connected with the senatorial election. A full op-
portunity should be given both to the contestant and the con-
testee at the earliest moment possible to show the faets, whatever
they may be; and I have faith that, after the facts are shown,
the Senate will decide the eontest in accordance with the law
and the facts. It ought not to be otherwise, and I do not believe
it will be etherwise.

Now, perhaps, Senators will inguire as to the necessity for
beginning these hearings now; and I wish to address myself
to that branch of the subjeet for a few moments. Bear in mind
that the eharges here are fraud, excessive expenditures in vio-
lation of the law, State and national. If anyone has been guilty
of any charges of this kind, there are those, if we are to judge
by what we know to be the usunal experience in such cases, who
are willing to get rid of the testimony.

Mr, KNOX. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Deoes the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. POMERENE. For a question.

Mr. KNOX. I only wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio
if there is any allegation on the record that any testimony is
likely to be lost except the testimony of the ballots? !

Mr. POMERENE. Yes, Mr. President; and I will address
myself to that in a few minutes; but I want to lead up to it in
the regular order.

There are about 2,200 precincts in Michigan. There is a’
statute which provides for a recount, generally speaking; but
on five or six different occasions the Supreme Court of Michigan/
has held that in the case of contests, as for a seat in Congress,
the State authorities do not have the power to order a recount,
beeause they took the position—and I think erroneously—ithat
inasmueh as the Constitution made the Senate or the House,
as the case may be, the judge of the qualifications and elections
of a Senator or a Representative, therefore the State authori~
ties could not intervene; and the court has taken that position,’
even assuming that the commission had been issued where there
was palpable fraud or a palpable mistake; so that the only,
thing that ‘could be done in order to bring about a recount
was to present the subject to the United States Senate.

Before it came here a proceeding was begun by the con-

' testant in the United States courts in Michigan asking for a

temporary injunction or restraining order for the preservation
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of the ballots. A temporary restraining order was -issued.
Later on the contestant and contestee appeared before the com-
mittee and an arrangement was made looking to the preserva-
tion of the ballots. Let me say that before the notice of injunc-
tion was served upon the defendants in at least two cases the
ballots at Marquette and at Saginaw Bay were destroyed, and
one of the clerks—I think the clerk in the city of Saginaw—who
had charge of these ballois made a statement to the effect that
he hnd disposed of the ballots in that city for junk.

Mr. President, after some conferences here a stipulation was
entered into by the counsel representing the contestant and the
contestee. Later on an injunction was entered continuing the
temporary restraining order. The committee was advised by
Judge Murfin, representing Mr. Newberry, on January 21, as
follows:

GraxDp RarmDs, MICH.,
January 21, 1919,
Hon. ATLEE POMERENE,
United States SBenate, Washington, D. O.:

Pursnant to stipulation between Messrs, Ford and Newberry made in
Washington Saturday, final court orders have been ente in both
eastern and western districts in Michigan in the Federal court whereb;
ballots and boxes are now indefinitely preserved. This means they will
be avallable 1 month, 1 year, or 10 years hence if a showing should
ever be made making the genate feel they wish to e:w.mmgI these ballots.

z . 0. MURFIN,
Attorney of Record for Thurman E. Newberry.

Now, I shall not charge that Judge Murfin intentionally mis-
represented the scope of this investigation; but I have before
me a copy of the journal entry, and a copy of the stipulation
was read into this journal entry. That reads:

The parties, by their counsel, will, and they do hereby, stipulate in
the two cases between the parties pending in the eastern and northern
districts of Michigan, respectively, that orders may Dbe entered, and
shall forthwith be entered, if the courts approve, that the injunctions
shall be continued in full force as heretofore granted until such time
as the Sergeant at Arms of the United States Senate may and shall
take possession of the ballots and all the contents, records, and the
like in the ballot boxes, including poll books, tally sheets, etc.

That the procedure of the taking possession by the Sergeant at Arms
shall be fixed by the United States Senate, and the representatives of
cach party shall be present when the transfer of the ballots and papers
shall be made from the boxes to the custody of the Berfﬂant at Arms,

It is understood that action shall be taken to transfer the ballots,
ete., from the boxes in time so that the boxes may be used at the
approaching April elections.

t is nnderstood that this stipulation does not forecloge or fre ndice
cither party as to the matters contended for by them respectively.

Signed by the parties, by their respective attorneys.

And the court being advised, it is hereby ordered that the restrain-
ing order heretofore entered and issued out of this court om the 28th
day of December, 1918, be, and the same is hereby, continued in full
force as heretofore granted untll such time as the Sergeant at Arms
of the United States Senate may and shall take possession of the bal-
lots and all the contents, records, and the llke, in the ballot boxes,
including poll books, tally sheets, ete., re}ntln,pé to the November b
1918, election for United States Senator for the State of Michigan, am{
until the further order of this court.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
As I understand the rule, the Senator moving to take up a
matter of this kind is not permitted to discuss the merits of
the measure. 1 am not objecting to that, however; but my in-
quiry is, Will other Senators be debarred from discussing it in
answer to what the Senator is saying?

Mr. POMERENE. Why, Mr. President, if that question is
addressed to me, I surely will have no objection. I have un-
derstood that under the rules of the Senate a motion of this
character, made after 2 o'clock, was debatable.

Mr. TOWNSEND. The motion to take it up is debatable;
but the debate on the question itself, I have understood, has
always been decided the other way. As I say, however, I am
not making objection to it, except that if the Chair should rule
as I have indicated, in case a point of order is made when an
answer is attempted, I should feel obliged to invoke the rule now,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator raise the
point of order? [A pause.] The Chair will say to the Senator
that the motion is debatable, but the main question is not,
under the rules of the Senate, as the Chair understands them.

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is my understanding—that the mo-
tion is a debatable one, but not the merits of the matter.

Mr. POMERENE. I have been in the Senate for eight years,
and I have never heard of any restrictions being placed upon
debate. I wish the rules might be so changed that there would
be restrictions placed upon it.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no doubt that that is the rule. As
I said, I have no objection to it myself; but I do not want to be
debarred from replying, if a point of order is raised by any-
body else, as I fear it will be. Then we would have an ex parte
statement, and that I do object to.

Mr. POMERENE. I want to say to the Senator from Michi-

gan that T hope no one will raise that point of order, if there is
anything in the point of order.

FEBRUARY 6,

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no doubt at all of the good faith
of the Senator from Ohio. I have no doubt about it; but if the
Chair should rule, when a point of order was made, that it was
not debatable and an answer could not be made, I can readily
sse: ‘tvhere an unfair proposition would be presented to the

nate.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I shall be among the first
to protest against anything unfair being done in this matter.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think I will rely upon the good faith
of the Senator, and not make a point of order.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, there is not any question on
earth about the fact that when the Senator from Ohio takes his
seat any Senator in this Chamber can be recognized, and he
can speak in answer to the Senator from Ohio, or he can speak
on any other question that he sees fit, provided he keeps within
the rules.

Mr. TOWNEEND. That is not my understanding of the rule,
My understanding of the rule is that in a case of this kind, on
a motion to take up a bill or resolution, it has to be debated on
the question as to whether it will be taken up to supplant an-
other measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated the rule;
but he will apply the rule in exactly the same way to both sides,
as far as the present occupant of the chair is concerned.

Lér. POMERENE. The last paragraph of this journal entry
reads:

It is further ordered that the fore
use of the aforesaid ballot Loxes by ag;;;n gtotrlfgro:l?ﬂldﬂ?:nfls?t:n:ﬂgg
necessary for lawful election purgoses, and that this court reserves
authority to permit the use of sald boxes for lawful election purposes.,

I read this to point out that notwithstanding the assurance
which Judge Murfin gave to the committee and which I have no
doubt, knowing his reputation as I hear it to be, was made in
perfectly good faith at the same time, the order does not give
the protection to these ballots which he suggested in the tele-
gram.

Let me add further, in this connection, that while the statutes
of Michigan provide that after the election the ballots shall be
returned to the ballot box and sealed up and preserved, there is
no stated time for this preservation, and the practice has been
to keep them only until the next general election, and then they
are destroyed; and the next general election will be sometime
in the first week in April, as I am informed.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. POMERENE. I yield for a question.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator know that this week a
bill passed the Michigan Legislature, and has become a law,
providing for the preservation of these ballots at the petition of
either of the parties or of anybody desiring a recount?

My, POMERENE. Mr. President, I did not know that the bill
had passed. A form of a bill was presented to the committee,
and it was said that it would be presented to the general as-
sembly.

Mr. TOWNSEND. That bill has become a law.

Mr. POMERENE. I was not aware of that fact. Now, Mr.
President, it may be that that law will provide for some further
protection to these ballots. I hope it does.

Mr. REED, Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THoMPsON in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. POMERENE. I do.

Mr. REED. Will the Senator permit me at this time to ask the
Senator from Michigan whether he has with him a copy of that
bill as passed?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have.

Mr. REED. In the Chamber?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED. I presume the Senator will present it, then, at the
proper time?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I shall.
Senate.

Mr. POMERENE. Now, Mr. President, what I have said
refers to only one of the questions involved in this contest.

The statement was made before the committee that shortly
after publicity was given to these expenditures and the possible
results, the correspondence belonging to the committee having
in charge the Newberry campaign was taken out and burned. I
think, in the present state of the record, I am justified in making
the statement that there were large bank accounts, and that the
checks which were drawn upon these accounts are also likely to
be destroyed, if they are in existence now. More than that, it
appears that some time, perhaps in November or December, pos-
sibly earlier than that, an inquiry into the nquestion of these ex-

I am going to have it read to the
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penditures was begun by the United States grand jury in the
city of New York.

The corrupt-practices act provides that an itemized statement
of the receipts and expenditures of the primary, as well as the
general election, shall be filed with the Secretary of the United
States Senate; but this act provides further that the deposit of
this aflidavit in the United States mail shall be construed as a
compliance with the provision of the act requiring it to be filed
with the Secretary of the Senate, The affidavit in this case
was made and mailed by Mr. Newberry in New York, where he
has a temporary residence, and it later reached the United
States Senate.

These facts, it is believed, gave to the Federal court in New
York City jurisdiction. Witnesses were subpeenaed. to appear be-
fore the grand jury. I am basing my statement in part upon the
briefs filed in the United States Supreme Court. Men who had
charge of this campaign appeared before the grand jury and re-
fused to testify, and presented as a reason for their refusal a
written opinion which was furnished them by a lawyer to the
effect that the Federal corrupt-practices act was unconstitu-
tional,

I have had some experience in trial work, and never until
this case did I ever hear that it was the privilege of a witness
in u grand inquest, conducted by a grand jury, to plead the
unconstitutionality of a statute. I understand, of course, that a
witness is always privileged to refuse to answer a question where
the answer might tend to incriminate him or subject him to dis-
grace, The witnesses in that case, after refusing to testify,
were adjudged guilty of contempt, and the case is now pending
in the Supreme Court.

Mr. President, the charges in the petition or memorial filed
on the part of the contestant charge fraud and violations of the
law. The charges filed in the memorial which is presented to
the United States Senate on behalf of Mr. Newberry charge like-
wise extravagant expenditure of money and violations of law.

Under the circumstances, ought the United States Senate sit-
ting now go forward and {ry to secure the evidence, such as
it may be, or ought we to wait until the sitting of another
Congress? That is the point; and In my judgment the Senate of
the United States will be derelict in its duty if it does not take
all the necessary precautions in order to preserve this testimony
both for and against Mr. Newberry and for and against Mr.
Ford.

It is to be assuined, of course, that the witnesses who will be
called will be sworn, that they will be examined by the attor-
neys of either party, and perhaps by the members of the com-
mittee who may be sitting to hear the evidence. If any false
testimony is procured on behalf of either party, then between
this and the next session there will be plenty of opportunity to
investigate it. If the testimony is true, then Senators as well
as contestant and contestee ought to welcome it.

I am not concerned as to the outcome of this contest. I am
concerned that the members of the committee and of the Senate
shall do their duty as I think I see it, and see it clearly, so that
it may not be said that an injustice has been done to either one
pirty or the other because of the law’s delay.

Mr. President, I want to take the time of the Senate for just
a few minutes longer.

These charges do not come here alone from persons who are
immediately interested, but the charges of corruption were made
in the State of Michigan before the primary was held. A com-
munication was sent to the Senate by Mr. Elbert H. Fowler,
who, I understand, had charge of the Ford campaign, and in
connection with it is a letter by the lieutenant governor of Mich-
igan, Hon. L. D. Dickinson, dated August 22, 1918, in which he
discusses conditions as they were during the preprimary cam-
paign. I read a part of this letter:

Men of all walks of life, who have the lLest interests of our State at
beart, believe the men who are conducting your campaign for Unlted
States Senator are conducting one that will bring one of the greatest
scandals on our State that Michigan politics ever saw, and have asked
me to take the lead in attempiing to rid our State of this blight.
tlII]! note by your statement that you say you do not know of these

ngs,

This letter was written prior to the primary.
In giving you the information I will give you the terms that I hear

everywhere in the 62 counties in which I have been recently. I have
always had the highest regard for you, and must believe you will
is now

relleve the Republican Parly and the State of a campaign tha
being likened to the notorious Lorimer mmpaign of 5“1
{mrs ago. The terms * boodle”™ and * rotten' seem
erms that I hear,

Another paragraph :

Every section of the State shows evidence of an expensive newspaper
campaign, costing thousands and thousands of dollars. Thousands of
men are liberally pald for work at many more thousands of d an
expensive suite of offices with a large force sending out hundreds of thou-
sands of letters to influential voters at more thousands of dollars, thou-
sands of autos already engaged for use on primary day at many more

llinols a few
to be general

thousands, that practically every opponent of the primary system is back-
Ing your campaign, and that hundreds of the experts who have figured
in or conducted for money the wet campaigns of the past are among

the most active of your supporters.
Conservative estimates ssay eve here from $2350,000 to $3500,000 is

being used. The Eood people of the State are apparently poweriess to
give the voters these matters on short notice. In case you get the
most votes, you must expect to have the ?lacing of your name on the
election ballot contested. If by technical reasons you succeed, then
you must ex{)ect every church and moral organization to work until
election night to keep our fair State from the baneful influence that
success followlng such methods would leave for years to come,

It was said by one of the attorneys representing Mr. Newberry
before the committee that notwithstanding that letter the Re-
publican lieutenant governor supported Mr. Newberry.

Mr, Dickinson was reelected lieutenant governor at the same
election by from 115,000 to 118,000 majority. Mr. Newberry's
plurality was, on the face of the returns, 7,500. The conditions
of Michigan were such that when Mr. Dickinson was inaugu-
rated lieutenant governor of his State in an address to the State
senate he said, among other things:

Primary elections will call for action on your part. * * * More
communications on this line asking for legislative action have come to
me by far than all others combined, and almost without exception Re-
R‘uhllcan, not only from all parts of Michigan, but from other States.

his, you know, s the outgrowth of a candidacy that doubtless cost
more money than ever before was pald for a nomination for office in
all the world’s history. * * * he individual or even party inter-
ests are of little note when the sanctity of the ballot and safety of
democracy are at stake, From almost every part of the State come to me
pleas that this legislature make it impossible in the future to witness
the sale of a public office on the auction block, but rather that the
laborer, the farmer, the business or professional voter, however humble
but able and respectable, may have a chance with the man of milllons.

If this statement came from an adversary, if it came from one
of the opposite political faith, it might well be questioned, but
when it comes from the lieutenant governor of a sovereign State,
who was reelected by an overwhelming vote at the same election
at which Mr. Newberry presented himself as a candidate for
the United States Senate, it speaks volumes.

If this is the way in which this subject appeals to the official
class of Michigan, and, I add, to the good citizenship of that
great and good State, ought we to delay? When the lieutenant,
governor is appealing to the legislature of his State for addi-
tional legislation in order to prevent a recurrence of this situa-
tion, will the United States Senate sit silently by while this
testimony may, in part, at least, be where we can not get at it
if it is needed, if some future Congress insists that there ought
to be an investigation and we do not?

If the situation is one-half as bad as described in the lieuten-
ant’ governor's letter and his address to the Michigan Senate,
does not the Senate of the United States owe it to itself to in-
quire what the facts are?

Statements are filed with this committee giving the names of
reputable witnesses who, it is said, will be able to show that Mr.
Newberry was in constant touch with his campaign com-
mittee. I shall await with interest the testimony on that
subject. I do not care, and I shall not prejudge. Mr. New-
berry makes the statement, ag appears in the record in the office
of the Secretary of the Senate, to the effect that he spent nothing
in this campaign, that he received no contributions, and I think
I quote him correctly when I say that his language was, in sub-
stance, that nothing was either received or expended to his
knowledge. He does make a statement in one of the affidavits
which was filed to the effect that he had heard some reports
about the activities of some of his friends, but that they were
purely voluntary. The letter which Mr. Dickinson, the lieuten-
ant governor, first wrote to him was written to and received by
Mr. Newberry a number of days before the primary was held,
advising him as to the conditions that prevailed.

Let us look at the other side of the proposition. It is siated
by Judge Murfin, on behalf of Mr. Newberry, in substance, that
Mr. Ford and his friends conducted a campaign of very great
extravagance and that they had violated the law. My answer
to this charge is, if both have violated the law, then neither
of them ought to sit here in the Senate.

And now, Mr. President, I wish to repeat very briefly that
those Senators who favored this investigation and favor it now,
lest the evidence be dissipated, do not ask and will not ask that
this Senate shall attempt to pass judgment upon the title of
either party to a seat in this Chamber. We are simply taking
such steps as we believe are required of the Senate sitting now.
Now should be the accepted time to take the testimony. It is
not an unheard-of thing to begin proceedings for the preserva-
tion of testimony. The code of civil procedure and the common
law itself provide for methods to do this, and we are simply
following the precedents in that behalf when we ask that the
Senate aunthorize the committee to take up this subject and order
the investigation now.

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. POMERENE. 1 yield.

Mr. KNOX. 1 should like to make an inquiry, and I shounld
like to have an answer if the Senator from Ohio is willing to
make one. Suppose this investigation is pending and testimony
is being taken at the time of the organization of the next
Senate, what effect, in the judgment of the Senator from Ohio,
would that fact have upon Mr. Newberry taking his seat under
his eredentials from the State of Michigan?

Mr. POMERENE. In my judgment, none whatever, unless
some facts might develop, which I do not anticipate.

Mr. KNOX. I should like to know, if the Senator is willing
to answer, what he means by facts developing. Facts of what
nature developing, in respect to what particular phase of the
matter?

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, I had nothing special in
mind. I think, without an exception, so far as I now know,
when a Senator presents his credentials in legal form at the
time he seeks to be qualified, the Senate would have to seat
him. The question can be taken up afterwards and determined
as to whether he shall be unseated.

Mr. KNOX. In other words, as I understand the Senator
from Ohio, the merits of the contest would have no bearing
upon the right of the Senator to take his seat under his cer-
tificate?

Mr. POMERENE. I should think not.

Mr. President, I dislike very much to interfere with the con-
sideration of the bill that is before the Senate, but I have felt
an effort was being made to prevent the passage of this resolu-
tion at this session and to bloek the taking of any of this testi-
mony, and I feel it a duty that I owe to myself, to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, as well as to the Senate to
place briefly before the Senate the issue as I understand it,
and then the Senate must take the responsibility.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomerenE] feels it is wise and best
at this time to take up this Michigan senatorial controversy.
He has admitted, to begin with, that this Senate has nothing to
do with the qualifications and election of Mr. Newberry; that
the next Senate has the power of deciding these questions, and,
further, that any action which might be taken by the committee
at this time might be absolutely ignored by the next Senate,
and all the expense and time and trouble will have been wasted.

I wish to say at the outset that I am no more in sympathy
with the illegal or extravagant expenditure of money than is
the Senator from Ohio, and at the proper time, before the proper
iribunal, if there shall be a basis of fact for investigation, I
shall not oppose it,

1 believe the proposed procedure in this case is wholly un-
warranted and absolutely unnecessary. For the contestant,
Mr. Ford, I have no ill feeling; I understand he has always
been my friend, and I have no personal animosity against him.
As a citizen and business man he has my great respect, but it
is well for the Senate to understand the history of Mr. Ford's
candidacy for the Senate and the circumstances which actuated
and promoted it. -

Some time in June of last year some practical Democratic
politicians of Miehigan, of whom the attorney for Mr. Ford
in these proceedings was the principal advisor, as he is his
advisor now, recognizing the fact that Michigan is normally
strongly Republican, set out to defeat the party by indirection
through the primaries. Mr. Ford was sent for by the Presi-
dent and went to the White House. He tells the result of the
interview practically in this Ianguage:

1 do not feel qualified to act as Senator, have no disposition to be a
Senator; but the ident nsked me to be a candidate in Michigan
and I accepted that request as a command, and I am going to be a
candidate.

When asked what party he was to represent, he said he had
no particular choice; he was not a partisan man, but he con-
sented to be a candidate on both tickets, the Republican and the
Democratic. The fact that Michigan is strongly Republican
makes it easy for our Democratic friends to go into the Repub-
lican primaries and nominate the man whom they would like
to defeat. They have done it in the past. This time they en-
deavored to select the Republican nominee, not to defeat him
but to defeat the Republican choice.

The Democrats joined in the Republican primaries for the

purpose of trying to put upon that party Mr, Ford as their can-

didate as well as ours, because, while under the Michigan law
n man can not run on two tickets for election, but must make his
choice as to which one he will accept, it was arranged that he
should refuse to accept the nomination on the Democratic
ticket and abide by the privilege that was granted him to run as
a Republican,

1

In the primaries he was defeated for the nomination on
the Republican ticket but was nominated on the Democratic
ticket. It is the campaign for the primary about which com-
plaint is made, for I venture the assertion that if it were not
for the primary there would not even be an allegation that
there was any fraud in the election. It was the primary in
Michigan that ereated the greatest disturbance.

In spite of the charges of rival candidates, Mr. Newberry,
was nominated by a substantial majority in the primaries and
went on the Republican ticket as its candidate. The election
was held, and something over a month after it occurred, and
after the time had expired for filing a notice of a demand for
a recount under our statute, Mr. Ford announced through his
attorneys that he was satisfied with the election and should
make no contest. Under our laws there is no provision for
the preservation of ballots after the official count, the returns
of the State board of election canvassers, and the certifi-
cate of election has been issued. Mr. Ford made no com-
plaint at that time and for nearly a month thereafter.

The Senator from Ohio has referred to the fact that there is
danger of the destruction of the ballots and that ballots had
been destroyed. Mr. Ford in his petition to the Senator's
committee set out that ballots had been destroyed, some of
them at that time; but no notice had been given that a con-
test was even expected. These ballots were destroyed in ac-
cordance with the ordinary custom. They were destroyed in
Marquette because there was an election in December following
the November election, and they had to be destroyed in order
to use the boxes. No one thought that they would ever be
called for and there was not the slightest suggestion that these
ballots were to be treated differently from the way ballots
theretofore had been treated. I understand that is practically
the situation in Saginaw and Port Huron. But it can not be
shown, as I am informed, that there were any ballots de-
stroyed after Mr. Ford had given notice or even suggested that
he wanted a recount. The ballots have been preserved.

Now, mark you, sir, it was Mr. Ford who invoked the Federal
courts of Michigan for preservation of those ballots. He se-
cured a temporary restraining order in the two Federal courts
of our State. Before the time for a hearing on those orders had
arrived the representatives of Mr. Ford and Myr. Newherry ap-
peared before the-Committee on Privileges and Elections, and
the legal representative of Mr. Ford expressed some doubt as
to the validity or the power of the court which he had invoked.
Therefore the two parties stipulated that the temporary re-
straining orders should be made permanent. Mr. Newberry's
attorney went home, nccording to instructions, and appeared
before the two courts and had those restraining orders made
permanent, and they are so to-day, and the ballots are in the
possession of the courts.

Notwithstanding that fact and realizing that possibly there
would be a conflict between State and Federal suthorities, I

want to say here, by way of parenthesis, that I do not believe

those Federal courts or this Senate can legally take possession
of those ballots against the law of the State of Michigan,
although there has been no action and/mo disposition manifested
to interfere in the least with the preservation of the ballots,
because Mr. Newberry, if there is to be a recount, is, I believe,
more interested in the preservation of them than is Mr. Ford, as
I shall attempt to show if this resolution is to be considered;
but, notwithstanding this fact, Mr. Newberry's friends caused a
remedial law to be enacted in Michigan to provide for the pres-
ervation of ballots, if invoked.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator from Florida.

Mr. FLETCHER. I merely wish to inquire of the Senator,

as he made reference to restraining orders issued by the court
ordering those ballots to be preserved and retained, whether
there was any modification of any of those orders to the effect
that they would be held in reserve until the next election, or
words to that effect?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Not at all. I have the orders here.
I shall put them into the Recorp a little later so the Senator
may see just what they were. They were in compliance with
Mr. Ford’s attorney’s request to preserve the ballots.

Mr. FLETCHER. I understood there was some modification
of one of those orders to the effect that they would be retained
until the time came to use the ballot boxes again in which
those ballots were placed.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will put the restraining orders in the
Recorp in just a moment when I come to them so the Senator
can see just exactly what the orders were. They provide for
preserving the ballots indefinitely.

I am making these preliminary remarks because this is a

question which is going to require a great deal of time, if tho'
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Senate sees fit to lay nside its legitimate business to take up
the work of the next Sennte. This proposed action admittedly
will not be binding upon the next Senate. If Senators wish
to do this they can, but the facts must be disclosed, although
I shall be willitig to yield at any time for the purpose of taking
up the legitimate business of this Congress.

But to get back to the procedure, it was doubted by some, as
I have said, that this power of the Federal court would be
effective in restraining the destruction of the ballots; that they
belong to the State and that the State would possibly ignore
some order that might be issued which they regarded as un-
constitutional, and therefore a bill was introduced in the
senate and house of representatives at Lansing as soon as it
was possible to prepare one, and at the earliest possible moment,
not losing a single day, both houses passed the bill unanimously.
Mr. Ford’s attorney knew that this action was to be taken,
and as I understand it he approved it. I have received a tele-
_ gram from our governor, dated February 4, as follows—

House enrolled act No, 1, being an act to provide for the preservation
of ballots cast for office of United States Senator in cases of contested
elections or in cases where notices of contested election may be given,
etc., has this day received m]v approval and is now a law in full force
and effect in the State of Michigan, ¥

Avpent E. SLEEPER.

I shall put that bill into the Recorp. It provides that Mr.
Ford may go into the Supreme Court, and to cover any possible
question of jurisdiction it is provided that in the circuit court
of the county of Ingham he may petition to have these ballots
preserved, and provides the way in which it can be done, and
everything has been done to preserve the ballots, and that was
the only thing of any serious consequence that was presented
to the committee showing thaf there was danger that some-
thing might happen to embarrass the investigation of this
case by the next Senate. ;

But this is not the whole story of this proceeding. After Mr.
Ford had been placed in the race in Michigan by the President
of the United States, after the people of our State had decided
in the primary that he was not the Republican nominee, and
this after the Ford committee had published every one of these
things which the Senator has brought out here, spread them
before the people in the campaign for election, the people
decided by a majority vote that Mr. Newberry was Michigan’s
choice for Senator. The Ford party or the Ford committee
simply covered our State with advertisements, many pages of
advertisements in the newspapers, calling attention to the fact
that Mr. Newberry had expended $176,000 in the primary
campaign and then, in connection therewlth, statements show-
ing that Mr. Ford spent $3,000,000 to build a hospital, and
further stating that Mr. Ford, who had millions of dollars’
worth of contracts with the Government, proposed to give his
share of the war profits back to the Government. Those things
were all published to the people. The people passed upon them.

Mr. Ford reached the voters several times during that cam-
paign. His committee reports—and I shall have something to
say nbout that later—or the Democratic State central commit-
tee reports, that it spent about $53,000. His own committee
expended something like $1,500 or $1,800. Yet, Mr. President,
when this question comes up I shall show one pamphlet that
was sent out by the Ford people that must have cost at least
$20,000 to print, mail, and distribute—one pamphlet alone.
It is what was known as the pamphlet de luxe.

1t is well that Senators should know all about this case and
what influences may be inspiring it. Mr. Ford gave an inter-
view for publication the other day in Los Angeles, Cal,, stating
that he spent no money for the nomination or election, but he
would spend a million dollars, if necessary, to keep Mr. New-
berry out of the Senate.

I can understand somewhat of this propaganda that is being
urged, and I do not charge with indirection or bad faith the
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, for
whom I have the greatest respect; but he does not know it all.
The thing has been misrepresented to him. He has asked that
we lend the influence of this body, which has nothing to do with
Mr. Newberry's primary or election, for the purpose of molding
a public sentiment before trial in the next Senate, which may
influence its action in regard to the seating of Mr. Newberry.

The Senator admits for the first time that Mr. Newberry's
credentials, being proper and regular, he will be entitled to be
sworn in on the day of the next session when he shall present
himself to the Senate.

Then, I say, if the Senator, who will probably be on the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Eleetions, or any other Senator, feels,
after looking over all the facts that have been presented, that
an investigation for fraud or for any other purpose that would
invalidate Mr. Newberry's seat should be made, he will not find

me opposing him in his position; but, Mr. President, not only is

there a determined and powerful influence at work to prevent
the seating of Mr, Newberry, but I believe that there is the widest
misrepresentation of facts connected with the election or the pri-
mary of which it is possible to conceive.

There is another incident, Mr. President, that ought to be
borne in mind : The Senator from Ohio has referred to the grand
jury proceedings in New York. After the primaries and in the
very midst of the campaign for election, in October grand jury .
proceedings were instituted in New York City, a thousand miles,
more or less, from Michigan.

That proceeding was instituted for the purpose of showing :
that the friends of Mr. Newberry and Mr. Newberry himself
had violated the corrupt-practices statute of the Penal Code.
Mr. Newberry's most ‘nfluential friends were subpeenaed and
haled down to New York, as well as all of the gentlemen from
whom the Senator from Ohio has made quotations against Mr.
Newberry—ex-Gov. Chase 8., Osborn; Lieut. Gov. Lurin D,
Dickinson; Grant M. Hudson, superintendent of the Anti-
Saloon League; James Sweinhart, representative of the De-
troit News; Louise De Lamater, stenographer ; and Jay Hayden,
representative of the Detroit News.

Then they called the following Newberry people: H. A. Hop-
king, director of publicity for the Newberry committee; Paul R.
Dailey, attorney; Milton Oakman, ex-county clerk, Wayne
County ; Guy Ingalls, city ireasurer elect, Detroit; C. L. Sibben,
stenographer; Margaret Nevin, stenographer; and Florence
Shapiro, stenographer.

All of these people testified before the grand jury which was
called for the purpose of investigating the charges of fraud
which Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Osborn had made against Mr.
Newberry. Finally they called upon Mr., Frank W. Blair. He
was treasurer, as I believe, of the Newberry committee and is
president of the Union Trust Co., of Detroit. They also called
upon Mr. Allan A Templeton, president of the Seamless Steel
Tube Co., of Detroit, and Mr. Thomas P. Phillips, editor of the
St. Clair Republican. Those three men refused to testify under
advice of their attorneys, as I understand, believing that they
were not compelled to do so under the law.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VarpaMAN in the chair).
Does the Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from Ohio? -

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly.

Mr. POMERENE. May I ask the Senator who the attorney
was who gave that advice?

Mr. TOWNSEND. To what attorney does the Senator refer?

Mr. POMERENE. To the attorney for Mr. Newberry.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think it was the Hon. Martin W. Lit- -

tleton. I do not think he was Mr. Newberry’s attorney.
Mr., POMERENE. Was he the attorney who advised these
witnesses?

Mr. TOWNSEND. My understanding is that the attorneys
advised them with regard to this matter.

Mr. POMERENE. I do not care to interrupt the Senator's .
statement, but I want to call attention to another fact. As I
understand, Mr. Newberry in the summer and fall of 1918 was
living temporarily in New York?

Mr. TOWNSEND. He was. He was the commander in the
third naval district. One of his sons was in the Army and the
other was in the Navy. I am glad the Senator from Ohio asked
me that question. Mr. Newberry was stationed in New York,
and did not go into Michigan during the campaign, although
some affidavits are with the committee to the effect that the .
commander was in Michigan. The affiants were mistaken.

But they called all these people down there to testify, and
these three men refused to do so. I understand tliat Mr, Tru-
man Newberry and Mr. John Newberry, the brother who had
subseribed the largest amount of the eampaign money, were in
New York and were not even called upon to testify. Tmumedi-
ately the three men who refused to testify were committed for
contempt of court. They were released on a writ of habeas
corpus. The writs were contested before Judge Clayton, the
circuit judge. He dissolved them and remanded the men to
jail. An appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of the United
States, and it was argued last week here in that court. Ifs de-
cision will determine the validity of the corrupt-practices act,
so far as it relates to senatorial primaries, and may seftle the
contention of this case,

Meanwhile the grand jury, which had all the facts that have
been alleged in the statement by the Senator from Ohio, re-
fused to return a true bill, and that fact was kept secret.
Representatives of the Department of Justice held it secret
with the hope, I verily believe, that it would have its effect
upon the voters in Michigan just the same, because Mr. New-
berry was practically being tried for corruption, but hoping:
that that trial would be considered as still in existence after
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the grand jury had been dismissed. One of the jurymen, how-
ever, stated the fact that the jury stood 16 to 1 unopposed to
any action against Mr. Newberry. That was published finally
in the State of Michigan, and that juror was haled into court
for contempt, but was afterwards dismissed.

. Mr. POMERENE, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr, TOWNSEND. Yes,

Mr. POMERENE. The question I assume was, as I under-
.gtand the issue in this case, as to whether or not this was a
jcorrect aflidavit. Necessarily the members of the committee
svould have some information touching those incidents.

. Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not know to what the Senator from
Ohio refers,

Mr. POMERENE. The witnesses who were found guilty of

rontempt did not testify before the grand jury.

Mr. TOWNSEND. No.

Mr. POMERENE. So that the grand jury did not have the
benefit of whatever information they may or may not have had.

Mr, TOWNSEND, No, Mr, President, these three witnesses
did not testify. It was a test case on these three witnesses,
but all the people who had to do with the fund or the manage-
ment of the eampaign outside of the office, and some of those
in the office, did testify, and they testified to all these statements
of complaint. Mr. Ford’s friends called the men by whom they
hoped to prove those alleged facts and had them sworn,
but the jury found no eause for action; yet, I repeat, that fact
ywas held secret until by aceident it came out that Mr. Newberry
was relieved of the charge that was mwade against him of having
indulged in corruption—either he or his friends.

# Mr. MOSES. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes.

' Mr, MOSHES. Will the Senator from Michigan be good enough
1o state by whose orders this seerecy was maintained?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ean not tell; I do not know by whose
order it was done. I simply know secrecy was employed. The
Senator may imagine that I am indulging in suspicion when I
put 2 and 2 together; but when I remember the origin of Mr,
Ford's candidacy and close it with his statement in Los An-
geles the other day, that he would spend a million to keep Mr,
Newberry out of the Senate, I can understand that this may

have been a part of the scheme to defeat Mr, Newberry in that

clection which was being waged at the time, and, failing in
that, to keep him out of the Senate.
| Mr. POMERENE. -Mr., President—— £

Mr. TOWNSEND, If the Senator desires to deny that, I will
yield.
| Mr. MOSES. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi-
gan yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will continue to yield to the Senator

fromy New Hampshire.
i Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator from Michigan know the name
of the presiding judge in these proceedings—whether he was a
judge for the distriet in which the proceedings were held, or
whether he was an outside judge who had been brought in there
10 hold this term?

Mr. TOWNSEND, I think Judge Clayton does not belong
to the southern district of New York ; and he was the presiding
Judge. ) -

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator from Michigan know from
what judicial district Judge Clayton comes?

Mr. TOWNSEND. He comes from the Alabama district,
whichever that is. I do not remember the number of the judi-
cinl district which includes Alabama.

Mr. MOSES. Had Judge Clayton been sitting regularly in the
court when this proceeding was had?
| Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not know.

Mr. MOSES. I do not wish to break in upon the - Senator’s
argument, but I have heard that judges from outside jurisdie-
tions are frequently called to sit in the Federal courts in New
York for reasons which it may be improper to discuss here, but
which in cases like this would justify many deductions.

Mr. POMERENE. I am not able to hear what the Senator
froin New Hampshire is saying.

; Mr TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator from Ohio.

' Mr. POMERENE. My understanding was that one branch of
this case was tried before some judge who is resident in New
York and another branch of it came before Judge Clayton.
Judge Clayton is one of the judges who is constantly ordered
into other jurisdictions to try cases,

Mr. TOWNSEND. He was ordered into this jurisdiction,
anyway ; that is certain. :

Mr. POMERENE. And it is hardly a fair inference, knowing
Judge Clayton as we do, to suggest that he would be guilty of
any improper conduct on the bench.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am not suggesting it. :

Mr., POMERENE. Allow me to make a further suggestion,
I know nothing about the so-called secrecy of the proceedings
to which the Senator refers, but I do know a little something
about the practice which prevails, Where a criminal ecase is
not pending on a transeript, it is not usual to give publicity to
any grand-jury proceedings, so that even if these proceedings
were secret, it was simply the practice which prevailed in every,
other inquiry.

Mr. TOWNSEND. It fitted pretty sell in this scheme, if
there was a scheme. I disclaim any——

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator, of course, can draw any in-
ference he desires. . :

Mr. TOWNSEND. One moment. I disclaim any attempt or
disposition to discredit Judge Clayton, with whom I served in
the other House and for whom I have great respect. I am
simply reciting the facts, The Senator from New Hampshire
asked me who presided, and I told him.

Mr. President, as I stated a moment ago, this ease is going to
take a long while to present. I have some papers which I wish
to produce at the proper time and read to the Senate, touching
ihe Ford activities in the campaign, touching the classes of ad-
vertisements that were used, and everything that was done, as
well as what was done by Mr. Newberry and his friends.

I ought to say, in answer to one statement of the Senator
from Ohio, that I doubt if he has any affidavit or any state-
ment worthy of the least credence which shows that Mr. New-
berry's friends have tried to destroy any evidence. There is
evidence—and I shall present it to the Senate—in the form of
affidavits that the Federal Government, through some of its
representatives, indulged in the most unconscionable and im-
proper methods imaginable to get evidence against Mr. New-
berry, but obtained nothing of value. I ghall be able to show
to the Senate that representatives of Mr. Ford, but claiming to
be representatives of the Federal Government or of some agency,
of the Government, went to various county clerks who had the
custody of the ballots and the election records and sought to
investigate or to look into these ballots, and in some cases took
the records out of the office and carried them away into some
secret room.

I have in mind one case in particular, where they came into
the clerk’s office when there was a girl in charge, the clerk
being out, and represented to her that they were legal officers
of the Government, entitled to all of the papers connected
with the election. So she handed over to them the election
returns, the tally sheets, and everything of that kind, and they,
took them out of the office. When the clerk returned, he went
out after the records and brought them back, but not until
these agents had had them for some time. If there has been
any effort to tamper with the ballots and election returns in
Michigan, it has not been exerted by Mr. Newberry's friends.

I think I speak for Mr. Newberry when I say that he courts
the fullest investigation as to the election and as to the primary,
if an investigation as to the primary shall be held valid, at the
proper time and by the proper court. He joined with Mr. Ford's
attorney to preserve the ballots. He it was who instituted the
proceedings providing for a State law to preserve the ballots, for
fear the objection might be raised that the Federal court did not
have jurisdiction over the matter. He stands ready now, as do
his friends, to disclose the facts before the proper tribunal ; bat,
Mr. President, this Senate shall not with my consent—and if it
is done it must be done with my utmeost opposition—go out and
investigate this case ex parte for the purpose of trying to shape
public sentiment that may be able to operate upon the next Sen-
ate, which is to conyvene after March 4. [

Mr., REED., Mr. President—— !

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Swaxson in the echair).
Does the Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from
Missouri?

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1 yield.

Mr. REED. The Senator used the expression “ this Senate
shall not with my consent go out and investigate this case ex
parte.” Does the Senator mean that anybody proposes to go
out and conduct an investigation where both sides shall not
have the privilege of being represented?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no faith in an investigation that
would be made at this time. I will say that to the Senator.

Mr. REED. That is highly complimentary to the membership
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

'
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7 Mr, TOWNSEND. It has been represented here by some Sen-
ators that all they wanted to do was to preserve the testimony,
which was likely to be lost, That is not the attitude of the
Senator from Ohio. He desires to go out and take all the testi-
mony he can in reference to this case. Now, necessarily there is
not enough time to iake all the testimony before the Congress
ends. I feel sure, however, that an effort will be made to make
a case against Mr. Newberry. So far as the ballots are con-
cerned, of course they could not be counted in a year, if that is
what is intended. Those 438,000 ballots, in 2,166 ballot boxes
scatiered all over Michigan, eould not be counted in a year, and
it is not the intention to count them, The Senator says he wants
to preserve some of those stub checks in Detroit. Oh, they will
all be preserved ; there is no disposition to destroy them. The
wvery witnesses who, it is stated, did not testify are among the
very highest class of gentlemen in the State of Michigan.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

Mr, TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. POMERENE. Is the statement correct, that T made on
the authority of representations laid before the committee, to
the effect that the correspondence of this campaign committee
had been burned?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I presume so—a good deal of it. Does
the Senator know a campaign committee on earth that preserves
all of its correspondence which has accumulated during a cam-
paign? Does the Senator do that?

Mr. POMERENE. Yes, Mr. President ; I have all of my corre-.

spondence, or did have, for a eonslderable time after the election.

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is the most remarkable statement I
ever heard in my life. I have had some experience in cam-
paigns——

Mr. POMERENE. I never had anything to cover up.

I Mr. TOWNSEND. No; probably not. That induces me fo say
something that comes into my mind, but I guess I will not do so.

Mr. POMERENE. I do not want that to be misunderstood.
T did not mean that as referring to the Senator, of course.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I know that it is absolutely true that
eampaign committees do not keep their correspondence for
months after an election where there has not been the slightest
sunggestion that there is any part of it which will ever be
needed. It can not be done, and it is not done. But there
will be nothing more destroyed. If yon want anything that
has not already been destroyed, as the Senator suggests, you
can enjoin through the State courts the destruction of anything
that i{s necessary in this proposed hearing or investigation.

I believe that the Senator is laboring under a great misap-
prehension if he believes that there is anything in this cam-
paign on the part of Mr. Newberry and his friends that they
want to cover up. I believe that they made a truthful state-
ment as to the expenditure of money. It was too much money,
but they believed they had a right to spend what they did in
advertising. Why did they feel that way?

Mr. Ford is probably the best-advertised man in the United
States outside of public life, and is better advertised than
most men in public life. He spent hundreds of thousands of
dollars in 1916 advertising his peace propaganda and the re-
election of Mr. Wilson. He has advertised in every section of
the United States, and especially in Michigan. He has a Ford
agency in every little hamlet in our State, and I shall show
from the affidavits here that those agencies generally were
Tord's headquarters during both the primary and the election
campaign. I shall show that, while the records disclose, ac-
cording to his report in Wayne County, that only about $1,800
were subseribed to his personal campaign fund by his friends—
and his friends constitute those who have business relations
with him, the men who contract to furnish him wheels, auto
bodies, and other parts for his cars—contributed generously to
the Democratic State central committee, and that commitiee
employed its efforts largely to elect Mr. Ford.

I repeat that one pamphlet alone issued by the Ford people in
his campaign is reported to have cost more than is returned by
the Democratic State central committee and the Ford senatorial
committee put together.

I nm not using this as an argument to excuse Mr. Newberry
if he has violated the law, because I know that it is no excuse
for a wrongful act that some one else has done a similar thing;
but I am thinking of the candidate who was running against
him. That candidate was advertised all over the State of
Michigan. He has spent hundreds of thousands of dollars in
accomplishing it. He had 45,000 employees, and those em-
ployees were nofified by their superintendenis that Mr. Ford
was a candidate for ihe Senate.

Mr. Newberry had the Federal employees against him. There
probably were 10,000 of them in Michigan. For some strange
reason—-—

Mr. REED. And the State employees for him and the county
employees for him, I presume?

Mr, TOWNSEND. I do not know about that: some of them
probably were, but they were legitimately interested in the
campaign, but I am talking about the forces arrayed against
Mr. Newberry. Another strange thing that I wish to suggest is
this: The President put Mr. Ford into the race for Senator,
The President had openly opposed the election of the junior
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, LExroot], because he thought that
Senator had not always supported his war measures. The
President went into the State of Georgia to defeat the junior
Senator from that State [Mr, Harpwick], because he alleged
that Senator was not loyal; he went into Mississippi to defeat
the junior Senator from that State [Mr. Varpamanx] for the
same reason. Yet, he took up Mr. Ford in our State, who had
approved of all of the opposition that was made to the war
measures and would not be able to stand the acid test of any
war proposition, and asked the people of our State to nominate
that man as Senator from Michigan. Mr. Newberry had those
influences against him.

There is another strange thing, which T shall show at the
proper time. We have a list of the subscribers to the Ford cam-
paign fund filed in Michigan. I think something over 100 post-
masters subscribed to the fund; that is, to the fund of the Demo-
cratic State central committee, which was in reality the Ford
fund. A peculiar thing occurred in regard to that. In looking
over the list I found subscriptions of $33.33, $61, $70, and all
kinds of peculiar sums, which I thought were very strange to
be put down on a subscription blank. I had some of them figured
out, In one county, for instance, it was found that all of the
subscriptions were exactly 11 per cent of the salaries paid to
those officers. In another county the subseriptions paid by the
postmasters subscribing to the fund amounted exactly to 3 per
cent. There was method in it; there is no doubt about that.

Mr. Newberry had all of those influences against him. His
committee believed that under the law they could advertise and
circulate any amount of publicity literature in the State of Mich-
igan. Mr. Newberry’s friends believed that could be done legally,
and they did it ; but I am informed and believe that not one dollar
was expended ho corrupt a voter.

Mr, Ford advertised his influence. He advertised his benefac-
tions. He advertised the assumed fact that he was going to turn
over his profits out of his war contracts to the Government,
Why, you and I know that under the bill that is now pending
80 per cent of those profits will be taken in taxes anyway by the
Government. But he now states in his interview in Californin
that he can not control the minority members of the company,
and he does not know what they are going to do with their share
of the profits, but it is his share, of course, that he is dispesing
of for political purposes; and 80 per cent of that already has
the Government lien upon it.

Mr. President, I mention this not as an excuse for any
improper expenditure of money, because if it has been improper
I shall not countenance it; but I am thinking of the kind of a
campaign they had in Michigan. It was not the campaign of a
poor man against a rich one.

It was the campaign of a man of the greatest influence, the
best-advertised man in our State, against a man who was not
personally known by our people. During the Spanish War he
enlisted in the Navy and served through it. He was after-
wards made Assistant Secretary ef the Navy, and then, by
Mr. Roosevelt, made Secretary of the Navy. When the late
war broke out, he enlisted in the Navy again, and was made
a commander in the third naval distriet. His boys entered
the service, as I have stated. His life has been honorable and
distinguished by exalted service to his country. His high
character has never been guestioned. His honor and integrity
have never been impeached. He hasg, however, never mixed
politically with our people. He became a eandidate for Sena-
tor while he was serving in the Navy, and the only way that
he could reach the people, as against the influence of Mr,
Ford, was through the press; and his friends used that press
most liberally, There is, however, very little difference be-
tween the amount of advertising space he occupied and that
which was oeccupied by Mr. Ford. The only difference is that
AMr. Newberry's committee reported $176,000 expenditures, and
Mr, Ford reported through his committee $53,000.

So, Mr. President, if this Senate feels that in a matter over
which it has no proper jurisdiction it wishes to occupy the time
which should be devoted to the business of this Senate, it can
do so; but before we are throngh here the hundreds of affidavits
which I have that bear on this subject shall be presented to the
Senate, because, as I said before, Mr. Newberry has been at-
tacked in the Senate, and the other side must be shown., I be-
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lieve in fair play, and if public sentiment is sought it must be
intelligently bared.

That is my position, Mr. President. I do not wish anybody
to understand that I wish to stand in the way of rapid, speedy,
intelligent consideration of legislation that the country needs.
The Post Office appropriation bill, which it is proposed to dis-
place by this political measure—because, I care not what you
say about it, it is nothing else than that—should be considered
and completed.

Great emergencies growing out of reconstruction, the prob-
lems which are on our hands for solution, have no business to
be laid aside for the purpose of making an investigation that
may be ignored by the next Senate. It may absolutely ignore
the whole of your work and have another committee investi-
gate, and we will have spent thousands of dollars in a vain
thing, the result being simply to incite partisan feeling and
possibly prejudice, when there should be no prejudice in the
trial of a case before the next Senate.

Mr. President, I have said this because I have felt that some
of these facts should be known. The statement of the Senator
from Ohio has compelled me to say this much in reply. I shall
be more explicit if the resolution is taken up. I have prepared
this case in due form, systematieally, having affidavits bearing
upon all the points which I desire to present to the Senate, and
if it is your pleasure to take up this resolution now and displace
all of the proper legislation of the Senate, I am prepared to go
ahead with it.

Mr. President, I ask consent to insert as a part of my remarks
the temporary restraining order and the permanent injunction
order issued by both our Federal courts, and also a copy of the
Michigan statute which was passed this week.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

House enrolled act 1.

An act to provide for the &reservntton of ballots ecast for the office

of United States SBenator cases of contested electioms, or in cases
*  where notices of contested elections may be given, or in cases where
1 any judleial proceedings may have been instituted preliminary to
' contesting elections to the office of United States Senator,

The people of the State of Michigan enact:

SecTioN 1. Whenever the election of a United States Benator is comn-
tested before the United States Senate, or notice of a contested eleec-
tion for United States Senator may be given, or whenever any judicial
proceeding may be instituted preliminary to a contested election in-
volving the right to a seat in sald United States Senate from the State
of Michigan, and it shall be made to appear to the Bupreme Court of
the State of Michigan that there is danger that the ballot boxes used
in the election of sald United States Benator within said Btate will
not be properly preserved, the seals upon said boxes interfered with,
sald ballot boxes opened or the ballots therein interfered with or
destroyed, such supreme court shall grant a restraining order directed
to the officers having custody of said ballot boxes within sald State
restraining them and all other persons from interfering with said
boxes, seals, or locks thereon, or the ballots therein except as therein
provided.

Sec. 2. Application for such restraining order maf be made by any
candidate for such office and shall be made by petition duly verified
under oath setting up the material facts relative to the election and
the election contest involved. Such petition shall be heard in open court,
and the court shall give such notice of the hearing on such application
as it shall deem sufficient to the candidates for the office of United
States Senator in the election concerning which the a;:plication was
filed and to such persons as shall be named in such application. Iend-
ing such hearing any justice of the sufreme court may, in his dis-
cretion, grant a temporary order restraining any interference with said
ballot boxes or the lots therein.

Sec, 3. Bervice of any restraining order may be made personally,
as in the case of the service of other process of said court, or such
service may be made by registered mail. In cases of emergency, notice
of the issuance of a restraining order may be given to the officers to
whom the same {8 directed by telegraph or by telephone in advance of
the actual service of sald order, and after such notice, whether by
telegraph or telephone, said officers shall be charged with the same duty
with regard to the preservation of said ballot boxes and the ballots
'therein as after the service of said order.

Sec. 4. On being served with a copy of a permanent restraining
order issued by sald court, it shall be the duty of all officers having
the custody of ballot boxes containing ballots cast at sald election for
sald office forthwith to deliver the same to the county clerks of the
counties in which such officers reside. It shall be the duty of said
county clerks to recelve such ballot boxes containing such ballots and
to receipt therefor to the officers so delivering them. B8aid count,
clerks shall thereupon deposit said ballot boxes containing said bal-
lots in some secure place to await the action of the commissioners
berein provided for. .

8ec. 5. Upon issuing permanent restraining order as herein pro-
vided, the supreme court shall name three commissioners who shall
proceed to the offices of the several county clerks as soon as may be,
open said ballot boxes, remove the ballots therefrom, place them in
packages securely wrapped and sealed and so marked as to show in
what voting districts such ballots were cast. -

8ec. 6. SBuch packages shall be sealed by said commissiomers and
redeposited with said couniy elerks, and it shall be the duty of said
county clerks to again place sald &nckages of ballots in some secure
place pending the further order of the eourt, It shall also be the duty
of said commissioners to make a statement, duly signed by them, to be
included within each such package, as to the character and condition
_of the ballot boxes when opened by them as herein provided, and of
the condition of the ballots within guch boxes. Each county clerk shall

* thereupon notify the several officers of election within the county that

such ballot boxes have been released and direct such officers of elec-
tion to npﬂgnr and secure sald boxes.

BEC. 7. The commissioners, as herein provided for, shall give public
notice of the time when they will appear at each county seat for the
purpose of removing the ballots from the ballot boxes, as herein pro-
vided, and such removal shall be publicly made in the presence of the
cgﬁunt)l; clerk and judge of probate in the office of the county clerk during
office hours.

BEC, 8. It shall be the right of each candidate to the office of United
States Senator at such election to be present in person at such re-
moval, or to be represented thereat.

8Ec. 9. The compensation of the commissioners herein provided for
shall be fixed by the Supreme Court and such court shall allow such
traveling and personal expenses of such commissioners as it may deem
proper. All allowances to commissioners shall be taxed by the court
a8 costs in the proeeeding.

EC. 10. Any officer who shall violate the terms of any such restrain-
ing order shall be in contempt of court and shall, in addition to such
penalty as may be imposed thereby, be liable to a fine of 31 000.

Sec. 11, Instead of filing the petition for relief provi ed for in this
act with the Supreme Court of the State of Michigan application may
be made in like manner to the circuit court for the County of Ingham,
and when application is so made such court shall bave full jurisdiction
to make all orders, name commissioners, and otherwise exercise all
necessary authority to carry out the purposes of this act.

Sec. 12, It is the intention of this act to furnish a speedy and effec-
tive means for the preservation of evidence of the intentiom of voters
in the case of elections to the office of United States Benator. It is
remedial in character and shall be construed in such manner as fully
to carry out the intention herein expressed,

This act is ordered to take immediate effect.

[United States of America. In the District Court of the United S#ates
for the Eastern District of Michigan, Bouthern Division. In eguity.]

Henry Ford, plaintiff, v. Truman H. Newberry, Richard Lindsay, Wil-
%lzamﬂg"r Rutledge, Delos Newcomb, Herbert Gay et al., defendants,

o, -

The plaintiff herein by his counsel this day presented his wverified
bill of complaint with affidavit attached thereto (filed herein Dec. 30,
1918), wherein prayer is made for the preservation of the ballots cast
in the eastern district of Michigan for the office of United States Senator
at the general election held in the State of Michigan on November 5,
1918, and likewise for the preservation of the ballot boxes containing
sald ballots, together with all poll books and tally sheets relating to
such election ; A

And it being made to appear that Hon. Arthur J, Tuttle, United States
district Jndge for the Eastern District of Michigan, is now absent from
said district;

Now, upon motion of Lucking, Helfman, Lucking & Hanlon, attorneys
for Henry Ford, the above-named plaintiff, and pursuant to the power
vested by section 264 of the Judicial Code of the United States :

Ordered, That Truman H. Newberry, Richard Lindsay, Willlam P.
Rutledlﬁe, Delos Newcomb, and Ilerbert Gay, and all other city clerks,
towns clerks, village clerks, and officials in the varlous cities, town-
shlg; villages and voting districts In the eastern district of the State
of ichlgnn having in their possession or custody ballots cast in their
respective clties, townships, villages, or votin stricts in the Novem-
ber 5, 1918, election held in the State of Michigan for the office of
United States Senator from the State of Michigan, and the boxes con-
taining such ballots and the poll books and tally sheets relating to
such election, show cause, if any there be, in this court on the 9th day
of January, 1919, at 10 o'clock In the foremoon of said day, why an
order of injunction should not issue herein restraining them, and each
of them, and their a#’anta, servants, employees, attorneys, and those in
active concert or cipating with them, from opening, destroying, or
iuil:rlu the ballot boxes containing the ballots east in the eastern dis-
triet of Michigan for the office of United States Senator at the general
election held in Michigan on November 5, 1018, and from removing,
interfering with, or destroying the ballots cast at the November §_
1918, election held in Michigan for the office of the United States Sen-
ator, and the poll books and tally sheets relating thereto, until the
further order of this court.

It appearing to this court that there Is danger that the ballots, Lal-
lot hoxes, imll books, tally sheets, and election records relating to the
election held in the eastern district of Michigan on November 5, 1918,
for the office of United Btates Senator from sald State of Michigan,
will be destroyed, removed, injured, or tampered with, if no restraining
order issue, without notice to the defendants prior to the return date
of the aforesaid order to show cause, and that if service of notice be
required and a hearing had upon the prayer for an Injunction herein
before issuance of an{ injunction or restraining order herein, imme-
diate and irreparable njmg. loss, and damage will result to the afore-
said Henry Ford, plaintiff herein.

It is hereby ordered that Truman H. Newberry, Richard Lindsay,
william P. Rutledge, Delos Newcomb, and Herbert Gay, and all others
eity clerks, township clerks, village clerks, and officials in the various
citles, townsths villages, and voting districts in the eastern district
of the State o illchlgxn having in their possession or custody ballots
cast in their respective cities, villages, townships, or voting districts
in the November 5, 1018, election for the office of United States Sena-
tor from the State of Michigan, their agents, servants, employees, at-
torneys, and those in active concert or gnnidpating with them refrain
from opening, destroying, or injuring the boxes containing the ballots
cast at the aforesald election of November 5, 1918, until the further
order of this court, and further refrain until further order of this court
from injuring, removing, interfering with, or destroying the ballots cast
in the eastern district of Michi at the November 5, 1918, election
held in Michigan for the office of United States Senator, and that the
and each of them do carefully preserve and safeguard the said bal-
lots in the original ballot boxes in which they were deposited on said
election day under lock and seal, together with all poll books and
tally sheets relating to said election until further order of this court.

1t is further ordered that notice of the issuance of this order may be
served upon any and all custodians of said ballots and ballot boxes
and records by personal service of a copy hereof or by tered mall

or by notice actually given.
1t is further ordered that a co of the bill of complaint herein and
of this order be served }Jersonu y on or before Friday, Jauun;y 3,
1919, vpon each of the defendants, Truman II. Newberry, Richard Lind-
say, Willlam P, Rutledge, Delos Newcomb, and Herbert Gay.
he foregoing orders are granted, subject to reguirement of plaintiff
forthwith to present a bond of indemnity in the sum of $500 and con-
ditioned upon the payment of such costs and damages as may be in-
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eurred er suiflered by any party who may be found te have been wrong-
fully cnjolned or restrained by the provizsions of thiz erder.

Agwwed for entry at Cinclnnnu, Ohlo, this 31st ds.x “of December,
19 at 415 o'clock p. m.

I. W. Wiy
Cuiled Stateg Cirenit Judge for the Birth Jnﬂml Girt'uit.

[United States of Amerien in the district court of the United States for
the western district of Michigan, southern division.]
Henry Ford, plalnﬂl! v. Truman I. Newberry, Joseph C. Schinkman,
al., defendants. No. 1896. In equity

At a session of said court held in the e!t,}) of Grnm] Rapids, Kent
County, B[ir:h on the 21st day of January, A

Present: The Hon. Clarence W. Sessions, district ;h.llze

On read.lm; the stipulation which has been entered into between eom-
plainant and Truman I, Newberry, reading as follows, viz:

*1In the Senate of the United States re petition of Henry Ferd, In re
senatorial election in Qk:ﬂzn

“The pnrtiec. by their counsel, will and do hereby stipulate in the two

cases between the parties pending in the eastern and western districts of
Michigan, rcstpecﬁ'vej , that erders may be entered and shall fortll'ith
be entered the rts approve, that the injunctions shall contin-

i full force as heretofore granted until auch time as the Ser;mut
at Aﬂw of the United States Senate may and shall take pessession of
ballots and all the contents, records, and the like in the ballot boxes, in-

cluding poll books, tally sheets, ete.
“That the procedure of the taking Eeossmion by the Hergeant at Arms
mn be fix b the United Stntes resentatives of

tnusfer of the ots and papers
of the Sergeant at Arms.
en to transfer ballots, atc.,
xes in time so that the boxes may be used at the approachin
‘April elections.

“ It is understood that this stipulatlon does not foreclose or prejudice
o respectivel

grty shal resent when the

shall be made from the boxes to the
*It is mmderstood that action shall be

from the bo:

gither party as to the other matters contended for by them, ely.
“(Signed) Hexry Fosp,
By AvLFRED Lucxmu
“ His Counsel.

“ Hexry K. BODMAN,
* Dounsel for Truman H. Newberry.”
And the court being advised in the premises, it is hereby ordered
that the restral udeheretofomenmdandhsuedoutofthu
eourt en the 28th f December, 1918, be, and the same ls hereby,
| ennt!.uul!d in full torm as heretnfore granted until such time ms the
: Sergeant at Arms of the United States Benate may and shall take
e of the ballots and all the contents, reoords,andmunin

b 51%18 R tion For Usied mé.“é?;..ﬁw rmw the Stat e

November 5, 1 tate of

\ Michigan, and nntll the further order of this court.
\ . It Is further ordered that the £ order shall not prevent the use
\ of the aforesaid ballot boxes lur any of other defendants when neces-

nrrtarhwmaecﬁ on , and that this court reserves authority
to it the use of sald bozes for lawful election purposes.
roved for entry,
C. W. Sessions,
United States District Judge,

0. K. LucgiyNg, HELFMAN, LUcEING & HANLON,

Attorneys for h’ury Ford:
' This erder is satisfactory and I will be In court at the opening session,
Tuesday, January 21, ml? to ask that it be entered. s
URFIN,

J. 0. Mug
Attorney for T B Nmberry.

in foree as approved for em

entitled eaunse and of the who

I Witness my official slgna

Rapids this 29th day of Janua
SHAT.]

n‘n- UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Western District of Michigan, Southern Division, ss:
1, Chas J. Potter, clerk of the District Court of the United States for
tha Western Distriet of mchlnl:.h o hereby certify that the g
'is a true and compared copy ef eordermthnlngrestrﬂnhq order
‘pmoeedtugs of sald court in said
e thereo:

l.aad thegelal of the said court at Grand

s Cuas. J, Porrer, Olerk.

By Cuas. L. FircH, Dqﬂy.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ean follow the Senator’s ex-
ample by expressing regref, as he did, at the attitude taken.
He expressed regret at the attitude taken by the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. PoumereNE], and I must express regret at the atti-
tode taken by the Senator from Mi

| If I ean have the attention of the Senate, T want to state my
position on this case.

As everybody knows, I am a Democrat. I am a member of
ithe Committee on Privileges and Elections. After the primary
in Michigan, and before the election, an effort was made to

A ‘eause an investigation of the Michigan case. A great deal of
1 talk and comment was had in the newspapers with regard to

) the large expenditure of money in that State. I took a pro-
nounced position against having an investigation at that time,

fhemuse it seemed to me that, while clearly within the jurisdie-

tion of the Senate under some of its powers, such an investiga-

tion would have the inevitable effect of influencing the election,

and that, if it was tried in an artful way, one side might be

presented to the voters before the election and the other side

have no opportunity te be heard. Therefore I took the pesi-

tion that it was not fair at that time to inrestlgate. although I

believed that we had the absolute right to investignte that

.question, if under no other power, under the broad right that

"the Senate has, through any of its committees, to investigate

any public matter which may demand publie legislation, a right

which we are exereising every day, and under which a balf
dozen commitfges arg at this moment proceeding.

After the election was helid I took the position, and I still
take the position, that, assuming that the ecredentials of Mr,

| Newberry are in proper and legal form, upon their being filed

here with the Senate he is entitled, at any time after the 4th
of Mareh, to take his oath of office and to take his seat, and to
retain that seat uniil and unless the Senate of the United
States, upon proper proceedings, shall oust him therefrom.

I make this statement beecause I want it understood that, se
far as I am eoncerned, I have tried to assume, if it is possible
for me to assume, a judicial attitude—the attitude that ought
to be assumed by every Member of the Senate, not enly now,
but througheut the course of these proceedings, until the final
vote. It may be too much te expect from flesh and blood,
although, since all the -world is to become good and perfectly
unselfish, possibly a little medienm of it might get into the
Senate Chamber.

DBut now the ease takes another phase. A eentest, or protest
in the nature of a contest, is duly filed with the Senate, and
that is referred to the Committee on Privileges and Eleetions
for such proper action as it may see fit to take. The committee
mef, called before it the counsel of the two contending parties,
and these gentlemen agreed, first, that they were willing to
preserve the ballots, and agreed upon erders of court which were
to be entered prohibiting thoe destruction of the ballots; and
until last evening I had assumed, and assumed upen the strength
of telegrams that had been sent to the committee, that those
court orders broadly preserved the ballots intact until such time
as the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate of the United States should
take them into his possession. But it now appears that, at least
in one district, the order, while reciting the eonditions I have
just stated, added this clause, in substance and effect : That the
ballots must be taken by the Sergeant at Arms before the next
election, and as the next election oceurs early in April, the
situation presented is that the Sergeant at Arms has no au-
thority to take those ballots, and will have no authority to take
those ballots, until after the next election, unless this Senate
shall grant him that authority by the passage of this resolutiom,
and orders to be issued thereunder. That is to say, if we do
not pass this resolution between mow and next April and take
possession of these ballots between now and next April, the
ballots will, in the judieial district to which I am referring, be
destroyed, because another election is to be held.

Mr. SWANSON. Is that a Federal judicial district?

Mr. REED. A Federal judicial district—one-half of the State,
I assume. There is an eastern and a western district, if I am
correctly informed.

Mr. TOWNSEND. The same injunction is in force by both
courts, in both districts.

Mr. REED. The same exception is invoked, then.

Mr. President, that presenis this question: In order to pre-
serve these ballots this Senate must take aetion. Now, I am
taking a statement that was madetomeastothecontenhsot
this deeree. I have not myself examined the original deeree
but I saw what purported to be a copy, and I guess it will be
found that I am not mistaken. Therefore, the question which
lies at the threshold is, Shall these ballots be permitted to be
destroyed for want of a Senate resolution giving authority to
investigate, and authority, under the investigation, for the Ser-
geant at Arms to take possession of the ballots?

It is true that we are now fold, and it is the first information
I have had—and, of course, I aceept the word of the Senator
from Michigan—that the legislature has passed an act which
allows certain proeeedings to be taken, and whieh, it is assumed
on the face, ean authorize some method of saving the ballots;
but we do not know whether or not the jurisdiction there will
be ehallenged, whether or not the principle of law will be in-
voked that has once been invoked in Michigan, namely, that
the State authorities have no jurisdiction or eonfrol over the
election of men to the United States Senate, which I understand
to be the rulings of their eourts. If that principle is invoked,
the question may arise, and very likely will arise, whether this
statute is itself constifutional.

Therefore the only safe thing te do, the only prudent thing
to do, is te get possession of these ballots. All that T have said
now, with reference to getting possession of the ballots applies to
any other kind of doecumentary evidence, and it applies also to
any class of evidence whieh is likely to be Jost or destroyed.

M;. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Sehator a ques-
tion

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McKerrar in the chair).
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Semator from
Massachuseits?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE., Do I understand that the Senator thinks that
a State has no right to preserve ballots east in the State for a
State oflicer?
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Mr. REED. Oh, for State officers, yes.

Mr. LODGE. They are all on one ballot.

Mr. REED. That is true; but, as I understand the law—
and the Senator will permit me to say that I only heard the
proposed bill read before our committee some weeks ago—that
bill gives to the aggrieved party, or a party claiming to be
aggrieved, the right to go into court; and the party in this
instance would be the candidate for the United States Senate.
Now, I do not say that that point is accurate. I did not rise
here to argue the legal question. It is n matter upon which I
might change my own mind. I am now discussing the question

. of the propriety of saving this evidence, the fact that it is the
safe method to pursue; and I am here to claim not only that
it is the proper thing to do, but that every honest man ought
to want to help keep this evidence.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri further yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. REED. 1 do.

Mr. LODGE. I never heard of this law of Michigan until I
heard it stated by the Senator from Michigan on the floor this
afternoon, but I now have it in my hand. It is—

A bill to provide for the preservation of ballots cast for the office of
United States Senator in cases of contested elections, or in cases
where notices of contested elections may be given, or in cases where
any judicial proceedings may have been instituted preliminary to con-
testing elections to the office of United States SBenator,

And then comes the bill, which is quite a long and elaborate
one, and which seems, as well as I can tell by glancing at it, to
cover everything pretty thoroughly. I should think it would
be well to have it printed in the Recorp, where we could all

see it.

- Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I want to say that I pro-
pose to have that bill, together with these orders, inserted in
jthe Recorp. That bill has an amendment to it which gave it
| immediate effect, and which does not appear on the copy which
!was sent to me. That is all the difference there is. The bill
takes immediate effect, and I am going to ask to have it put
in the RECORD.

Mr. REED. I understand the statement of the Senator from
Massachusetts with regard to the bill, but the point I am mak-
ing is this, and I am simply suggesting it. I am not giving it
as an opinion, for I have had no opportunity to examine the
Michigan authorities. It has been stated to me—indeed, it was
stated in argunment before the committee—that the courts of
Michigan had held that they had no authority over any contest
or over any election concerning a Congressman or a Senator,
and that that was a question of jurisdiction.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on that point I see that this bill
provides, in section 11, as follows:

Instead of filing the petition for relief provided for in this act with
the Supreme Court of the State of Michigan, application may be made
in like manner to the circuit court for the counPy of Ingham, and when
nl)plleation is so made such court shall have full jurisdiction to make
all orders, name commissioners, and otherwise exercise all necessary
authority to carry out the purposes of this act.

I assume that that is the circuit court of the United States,
is it not?

Mr. TOWNSEND. No; the provision is that the application
may be made to our State circuit court.

Mr. LODGE. It is the State circuit court, then.

Mr. REED. 1 shall probably have these decisions before I
take my seat, and I shall be glad to return to that subject.

Mr. President, T am indifferent to that question., I repeat
what I said, that every honest man ought to want to have the
honest evidence in this case before the Senate at the proper
time for its consideration, and that every scrap of that evidence
should be preserved. Now, there may be differences of opinion
between honest men as to how the evidence should be preserved
and who should preserve it, but as to the main question I
repeat that no honest man wants anything except all of the
evidence in this case preserved and presented at the proper time.

That brings us to the question of what is the proper time to
get the evidence. Every man who has ever tried half a dozen
lawsuits knows that the proper time to get the evidence is just
as soon after the occurrence as you can get on the ground with
legal authority to act. The recollections of witnesses are fresh;
the documents have not been destroyed or forgotten; perjury
has not yet been devised, generally speaking; and the oppor-
tunity to get at the truth is so much greater, because of the prox-
imity to the time, that unless there are overmastering difficulties
time should never be allowed to lapse. Particularly in a case
involving fraud or crime I have often remarked that I would
give more for the first 10 days than for the next 10 years in the
matter of investigation; so that from the practical standpoint
the proper time is as soon as possible, '

That brings us, then, to the question of who has the right to
take this testimony and preserve it. I grant that it would be
unfair for the present body of Senators to undertake to pass

L upon the qualifications of a man whose term begins on the 4th

of March. Indeed, we are powerless to pass upon that question,
because he does not formally present his credentials until that
time. But is it possible that the Senate of the United States
does not possess the power and jurisdiction to preserve the
evidence in regard to & matter which concerns its very make-up
and existence? Is there anybody who believes the Senate is so
helpless as that?

In the first place, we are a coniinuing body; and, like other
bodies that have brains, we take judicial notice of public events.
We not only have judicial notice, but we have official notice, that
an election has taken place in Michigan; and we not only have
publie information of which we can take judicial notice, but we
have direct notice that Mr. Newberry has had his credentials
issued, and that they will be presented; and we have filed, I
assume, with the Secretary of the Senate, the expense accounts
of the candidates for this office ; and we have the right to investi-
gate those expense accounts and find out whether the affidavits
back of those expense accounts are true affidavits or are false
affidavits; whether perjury is being attempted to be foisted
upon this body by either one of these candidates or by anybody
in their behalf. The jurisdiction of this body now to investigate
any affidavit filed with its Secretary and to investigate the truth
of that affidavit can hardly be denied by anybody. It seems to
me inconceivable that it should be denied.

But, Mr. President, counsel for both sides in this case appeared
before the committee and each of them protested that he desired
to preserve all of the evidence in the case. I am taking no side
fn this case. I am simply insisting upon the right and duty
of the Senate to preserve this evidence and to get it as soon as
possible, but I say the only proper thing for lawyers to do and
for Senators to do, whether they represent merely as friends or
partisans, or ‘whether they represent as paid counsel—and of
course Senators do not do that; I do not mean that—either one
of these contestants, the only proper attitude for honest men
to take is that they want the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth. Any man who gets in any other attitude than that
will go far toward convincing me and toward convincing others
that his client or his friend or the man whose cause he advocates
has to hide from the truth. . ‘

Now, why have these attempts been made to delay? I say
it with a good deal of sorrow, but I have witnessed tactics here
that seem to me. like the tacties of lawyers playing for a con-
tinuance in a bad case. DParticularly when you get near the
end of n term of court, you frequently find that the attorney
for the defendant comes into court and has a bad cold that morn-
ing, and will they not please put off the case until the next day?
The next day some little trifling thing bappens ang the next day
something else, and finally the term of the court has expired.

Is it possible that any man would take the position or does
take the position that this present Senate will not get the
evidence honestly, and therefore they can not be trusted to get
the evidence honestly? Let us see. Under this resolution, if
it is passed, the Committee on Privileges and Elections will
proceed probably through a subcommittee of three or five or
seven men. The majority in this case would undoubtedly be
Democrats, and there would be the usual minority representa-
tion for the Republicans. The committee would proceed to
take the evidence. If the committee took the evidence without
giving proper representation to both sides, the Senate, which
would meet to pass upon that evidence, would throw it out as
unwortliy. If the -committee refused to hear evidence that
could be properly considered, the committee of the Senate that
convenes after March 4 would supply that evidence. If the
committee did anything that is unjust or unfair or improper,
then the Senate can correct its conduct or entirely throw out
the evidence. Nobody can be harmed.

A Republican Senate, organized upon the very vote of one
of the contestants, and by his vote alone—that is, his vote being
the determining vote—will organize the next Senate and will
try the case from the evidence that is now to be gathered. If
that evidence has not been properly or fairly gathered, I repeat,
that body thus organized, that Committee on Privileges and
Elections then organized, with that majority of Republicans
greater than the Republicans have in the Senate, will pro-
ceed to consider the evidence that may be taken and sub-
mitted by the Senate.

Mr. LODGE. There would still be one vote. Strictly speak-
ing, his vote would not be the determining vote.

Mr. REED. I stand corrected. It is not important.

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it is important.

L, g
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Mr, REED. No; it is not important on the point. So no man
can claim that this is an unfair proceeding unless he boldly
claims that the Committee on Privileges and Elections as now
constituted would do a very scurvy piece of investigating.

Mr, LODGE. May I ask the Senator a question in that
connection?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE., It is not in connection with the character of
the committee, of which I have no doubt whatever. Does the
Senator think that the committee of a Congress which has
died—an expired Congress—can go on until the new Congress
comes in and investigate or do any work?

Mr. REED. I have not the slightest doubt that the Senate
can appoint a committee now with authority to investigate dur-
ing the session of the Senate or during the recess, and that com-
mittee will continue to be a live, working committee until the
next Congress is convened and organized. This is a continuing

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I agree.

Mr. REED. We can proceed in that way always.

Mr. LODGE. That would be a special committee, the Senator
means?

Mr REED. Noj; not a special committee. The Committee on
Privileges and Elections, if this resolution is passed, will be pro-
ceeding under the authority of the resolution. The resolution
would authorize it to proceed to investigate.

Mr. LODGE. Then the present Committee on Privileges and
Elections could go right on after the 4th of March?

Mr. REED. Unless we are called together. If we are called
together, then, of course, the new organization would take its
place. That would displace the committee because a new com-
mittee would then be organized.

Mr. LODGE. Our rules require that the committees shall be
appointed at the beginning of a Congress. I only want to know
if the Senator meant that this committee would continue its
investigation.

Mr. REED. No; not after the organization of the Senate.

Mr. LODGE. No; after the 4th of March? Of course, it could
not act after the new organization, because there would be a
different committee.

Mr. REED. After March 4, if we are not called together in
extra session, and it ought.

Mr. President, I think I have said enough to make it plain
that na injustice can be done.

I am sorry the Senator from Michigan has stepped out, be-
cause I wanted to reply to some things he just said., Will some
one ask him to come in?

Mr. TOWNSEND entered the Chamber.

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for coming in. The Senator
from Michigan spoke of an attempt to create a political atmos-
:phere about this investigation. As nearly as I am able to inter-
tpret or gather the Senator’s thought, it is that if we began the
iinvestigation now it would have some effect upon the ultimate
’decision of the Senate. I beg to say that whenever this evi-
dence is taken, whether it be taken by the present commlttee
"of the Senate or whether it is taken by a committee organized
after the 4th of March, it is going to take a certain length of
‘time to get the evidence. The minute you begin gathering the
‘evidence, no matter what committee takes it, the effect that the
"Senator spoke of will follow, that is to say, the public discus-
sion of the evidence from day to day will have its effect upon the
public mind. That is a thing that is inevitable in a discussion
or in an investigation and can not be escaped in any investi-
'gation unless you have it behind closed doors, and since we have
“ open covenants openly arrived at” I presume that will be fol-
lowed even in the investigation of an election in Michigan.

Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. TownNsEND]
with all his great power and force told us about things that
‘Mr. Ford had done and gave us pretty clearly to understand
that he expected to prove when this investigation proceeds that
Ar. Ford’'s statement of expenses is untrue, or that his com-
mittee's statement is untrue—I do not know which made the
statement—that many improper things were done by Mr. Ford.
The moment it was suggested that anybody had any charges
to make against Mr., Ford the chairman of this committee, the
Senator from Ohio [Mr., PoMERENE] caused this resolution to
be amended so that the jurisdiction of the committee would ex-
tend fo cover all the irregularities in the election.

So far as I am concerned I am in a position to be the justest
judge and the most disinterested individual in the world as
this trial proceeds. I am told that one of these gentlemen is
1 rock-ribbed simon-pure Republican who never puts a pencil
across the name of a Republican on a ballot. I am told that
the other gentleman never wittingly voted for a Democrat. I
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confess T can not see much political choice between them. I

am told, in fact, I read the statement of Mr. Ford after he

was nominated, that he was neither a Republican nor a Demo-

crat, and I confess as between a man who is neither a Republi-

Ean nor a Democrat and a Republican, I lean toward the Repub~
can,

I am not interested, sir, in the proteetion of Mr, Ford nor
in the protection of Mr. Newberry. I am interested in the
protection of the American ballot box where the American voter
has the one chance of a freeman to express his choice. If
those ballot boxes are contaminated by the use of money or
fraud or force, I do not care who is the guilty party, we owe
it to ourselves, we owe it to the Senate, and we owe it to our
country and to posterity that the gentleman should be brought
to book. If anybody has filed any false affidavits here that
fact ought to be known and nobody ought to try to cover the
facts up. I do not charge that has been the case.

It seems that up in the State of Michigan we have this pecul-
iar sort of thing. The Republicans nominated a very wealthy
man, the Democrats nominated a very wealthy man, and you
have got a race of two rich men for an office. I do not like it
myself. I do not think riches ought to bar a man from office,
but if there is no better reason for a man to run for office than
that he has great riches it would be betier that he should re-
main in private life. When you get men with great fortunes
competing for these great offices you are liable to get overen-
thusiastic lieutenants who spend vast sums of money. It just
so happens in this world that the average man who has accumu-
lated a good many million dollars gets it into his head as an
ordinary proposition that every other man has his price, and
that somehow or other his money will command the souls, and
consciences, and bodies of men. It is not much wonder that
1,800 years ago Jesus Christ told us that *“it is easier for a
camel to go through the eye of a needle than for a rich man
to enter the kingdom of God.” I do mot make indiscriminate
attacks upon wealth. I am stating my position here to-day very
plainly and very bluntly. When the only reason why men are
picked out to run for the United States Senate is because they,
have a large bank account, the man who picks out that sort
of a man, if he picks him out for that sort of a reason, does a
disservice to his country.

Mr. President, there have been very serious charges made in
this ease, too serious for the Senate to postpone action; too
serious for delay. There have been some things done of a very,
suspicious character; that is, it is charged that they have been
done,

The Senator from Michigan states that it is customary to burn
the papers of a political committee after an election. I do not
know about that. '

Mr, TOWNSEND. I said the ordinary correspondence.

Mr. REED. Yes; I do not know about that. So far as I
am concerned, I have in boxes put away, I think, every political
letter I ever received, and if you have any idea of writing me
one that I can not dig up on you some day you had better hesi-
tate about writing it. That is not because I am suspicious, but
it is because those letters constitute the record of those times,
and one never knows when he may want to go back to find out an
event or to fix the name of some one who did him a service or a
disservice.

It may be, however, that some committees and that, generr:llv
committees, within a short time after an election, destroy their
correspondence. But I will tell you what they do not do. They,
do not lock letters up in a vault and put a guard over them,
and keep them locked up in that way until they have an oppor-
tunity to burn them, and then burn them; and it is charged
that is exactly what took place here. I never knew of the politi-
cal correspondence of an honest committee being of such a
dangerous character that it had to be locked up in a vault be-
hind a time lock and guarded until the match could turn it into
ashes and the wind blow it away.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Do I understand the Senator to say that
any such thing as that happened or has been charged in this
case?

Mr, REED, It was charged.

Mr. TOWNSEND. They allege in their petition that these
papers were destroyed before they gave any notice that there
would be a contest or that they would be needed.

Mr. REED. That does not answer.

Mr. TOWNSEND. They had been already destroyed.

Mr. REED, It was charged before the committee that cer-
tain papers of this commitiee were kept under lock and key and
zuard until such time as they could be burned. They may have
been perfectly innocent; it may be that this is not a fact; I am
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not trying this case; I am only trying to impress upon Senators
the seriousness of the

AMr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from DMis-
souri yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. REED. Yes.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Can the Senator conceive of any reason
for putting the ballots under lock and key when there had been
no question of suspicion? Could they not have destroyed them
at any t?[me':‘ Why would they need to put them under lock
and key

Mr. REED. Now the Senator is inviting me info the fleld
of psychology. I do not know what was in their mind. I can
conceive of eircumstances, though, that would make this exactly
the course to be followed. There may be a settlement coming
yet between some of these gentlemen who had handled the
accounts; some of these papers may have been essential for
that; and it may have been essential that they should be pre-
served long enough for the seftlement to take place, and then
very desirable that they should be burned. I simply give the
Senator that as one illustration that comes to my mind at this
moment. *

Another charge that is made is that while $176,000 is ad-
mitted to have been expended in a State—what is the popula-
tion of the State of Michigan, I will ask the Senator from
Michigan?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Sowething like 3,000 000.

Mr. REED. In a State of about 3,000,000 population it is
charged that, in addition to this, it is pretty thoroughly known
that $160,000 on the outside was expended. It is charged that
one of Mr. Newberry’s relatives expended £99,900, all, I appre-
hend, in the interest of moral progress and reform. But I do
not say that this took place; I hope that it will be disproven.
It is charged, Mr. President, that there is evidence of n sys-
tematic and deliberate preparation for the making of false
returns—a very ugly and nasty charge. .

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, does not the Senator from
Missouri also know that those same charges are made against
the elections in Nevada, in Montana, in Kentucky, and in
Georglia?

Mr. REED. No; I never heard of this particular charge that
I am speaking of in any election, except in the Michigan elec-
tion.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Some of those charges are before the
committee.

Mr. REED. Of course we could not try those other cases
in this particular resolution, but if anybody will bring to the
Senate substantial reasons for investigating other elections, I
shall be ready to investigate them all.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I simply mentioned that for this reason:
Bvery charge of fraud is aceompanied with such statements,
As I said before, I do not believe that anybody seriously be-
lieves that any of those practices were employed in the election
in Michigan. I do not believe that there is a question about
that. Those are stock terms that are used in condemnation
usually of a proceeding of this kind. ;

Mr. REED. No, Mr. President; I am not speaking of general
stock charges. I am speaking of a charge to the effect that let-
ters can be produced showing that responsible parties, acting
for Mr. Newberry or for his committee, sent out letters to men
who were handling money, so phrased as to indicate to them
that they were to return as expended by them only a certain
amount of money, whereas in truth they had expended a much
larger sum of money.

It is claimed—I do not say truthfully—that this was a sys-
tem, and that it was widespread. If that is true, it would
afford the most abundant reason for locking the records in a
vault or for burning them quickly.

Now, the statement is made that Mr. Ford got out a pamphlet
that cost eighty or ninety thousand dollars, and that the cost of
that is not returned. Mr, President, if Mr. Ford got out a pam-
phlet that cost eighty or ninety thousand dollars and did not
return it as an honest man should, unless he could very clearly
ghow that he did not know about it, T would say that he was not
fit to sit In the Senate. I will say exactly the same thing about
anybody else. No man has a right to come in here with tainted
title; no man has a right to enter this Chamber with an affidavit
in his hand containing perjury. But this is fhe first time I
have heard that charge. Let us find out whether Mr. Ford did it,
just the same as we find out whether Mr. Newberry did certain
things; and let those of you who naturally desire to have an
additional colleague upon that side of the Chamber take the po-
sition we will take. Let us take the lid off, and take it off now ;
look at the contents and make a record, and let the results, be

what they may, only so long as they accord with the facts of
the case.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I desire to state that I
have not charged that Mr. Ford got out this pamphlet, I verily
believe that neither Mr. Ford nor Mr. Newberry knew personally
of much that was going on in their campaigns, I said that the
pamphlet was issued in Mr. Ford’s behalf and ecirenlated—
probably 500,000 copies of it—by first-class letter postage over
the State-of Michigan, in addition to the vast numbers that
were cireulated on the street corners of almost every city in the
State of Michigan,

Mr. REED. Well, I am glad to know that that reflection is
not made on Mr. Ford, as I am glad to know that no direct
reflection is made on any man. I do not want any man be-
smirched unless he is guilty.

It is charged that Mr. Newberry filed a disclaimer with re-
gard to any knowledge of any moneys that were expended—I
think I state that correctly—and it is charged again that Mr.
Newberry was in intimate and close connection with his cam-
paign, and that he did know what was going on the same as the
ordinary candidate would know. That is a question of fact to
be tried. I do not know what the fact may be; but I do know
that if it should transpire that Mr. Newberry had misrepre-
sented the facts and said he did not know when he did know,
that would be a very important circumstance bearing upon his
right to a seat in this body.

In this connection, while I do not desire to take much of the
time of the Senate, I am reminded that there is on file with
the commitiee a document which contains this purported copy
of a letter from Gov. Chase 8. Osbhorn to Mr. Newberry. Let
me read it; it is very significant. The letter is dated Decem-
ber 17, 1818, and is as follows:

My Deir ComMANDER: I have mﬂf“' Ietter.
sentiments, I shall support youw ead
entanglements that would have been hurt 0 your success. I am
not interested in you personally a partiecle. The entire matter is so
far beyond personal consideration and transcends individual propor-
tions to an extent that only public welfare may be thought oy g"::lu
can be elected ; no doubt you will be. My idea is that thing for
iun to do is to honestly confess that you broke the law and that you

new all about the eampaign, but that you did not realize the enormity
of your offense,

Mr, TOWNSEND. Who wrote that?

Mr. REED. Chase 8. Osbhorn, who is governor, is he not, of
Michigan?

Mr. TOWNSEND. At one time he was governor.

Mr. REED. Very well. The letter proceeds:

In such a position you would be intrenched in honesty, 1 fully be-
leve. And an indulgent people would forgive you and t for {ou.
because of the past services they think {:u have given and what they
have been told you are BOW. addition this action would
make for your name an honorable place in the history of Michigan.
Otherwise the future will curse you.

The plea can not be honestly made that you spent money in excess
because you were fighting Fo because you had begun your reckless
campaign iong before rd was mentioned and had already trans-

the law. Nor ean you plead * you did not know.” That would
prove you to be both an ass and a liar, which I choose to think you are
not. I am for you only to save the Nation and the State from the
curse of Fordism. A vote for Iord Is a vote for the Kalser right now,
as I vlew the case, ¥
Yours, traly, Cirasr B, Osponx,

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, does the Senator under-
stard that Mr. Osbhorn was called before the grand jury at
New York and testified, as did Mr. Dickinson, and that the
letters which have been dwelt upon by the chairman of the
committee, and to which the Senator from Missourl has re-
ferred, from ex-Gov, Osborn and Lieut. Gov. Dickinson were
the basis of this charge, made in the midst of a campanign, Mr.
Osborn having been a candidate for the Senate at that pri-
mary and defeated?

Mr. REED. No; I do not know the political history of
Michignn. I have not followed It; but it does not appear to be
an unfriendly letter, because I find, a few days before that,
this letter from Mr. Newberry to Mr., Osborn:

NEwW Yorg CiITy,
Sunday, September 1, 1918,

My Dear GoveErNor: Your cordial telegram assuring me of your
earnest support is all that was needed to Insure the defeat of Ford
in November. I fully realize that my personality is submerged in
the issues that confront our party in our State. Many times in the past
few monihs I have envied your ability and privilege to talk, and when
your voice rang clear and strong throughout State and Nation on
the menace of Ford 1 wanted to wire you godspeed In your patriotie

T
wofE'ur deeply appreciated telegram of support helps me to visualize
the statesman, the sportaman (hunter), and gentleman that I have
always known you to be

Cordially, yours,

Thank iylm for your
{ ltt'm“ straightened out
(il

TruMmax I[I. NEWBERRY.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, the Senator perhaps does
not have—I do not think it has been submitted—the telegram
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svhich Gov. Osborn sent to Mr. Newberry congratulating him
unreservedly upon his election. The letter which the Senator
has just read from Mr. Newberry was then sent, and the letter
of Mr. Osborn was the resuit.

Mr. REED. No; I have merely these two letters.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, Osborn's telegram should go before
Mr, Newberry's letter.

Mr. REED. From these two letters, assuming that Mr. New-
berry is of the high character that he should be, it would
appear that he at least on the 1st of September certifies in most
flattering terms to the high character, the intelligence, the
patriotism, the public service, and so forth, ad infinitum, of one
Osborn, and that 24 days later the said Osborn wrote him a
yery friendly and cordial letter advising him to tell the fruth
about these campaign expenses. It is entirely possible that
Osborn may have become transformed in those 25 days from a
gportsman and a thoroughbred into a sneak, who was trying
to undermine his friend, but I am compelled to take the docu-
ments at their face value.

Mr. President, there is another peculiar thing about this
case, and I confess it does not leave a very good taste in my
mouth. Always I have maintained in elections and matters of
that kind that no man ought to fear publicity; that no man
ought to fear investigation. Is it not a very peculiar circum-
stance that when a grand jury in New York, being in the
opinion of the legal advisers of the United States within its
jurisdictional rights, shhll undertake to investigate an election
~and witnesses are brought there to testify these witnesses are
'advised by the attorney of Mr. Newberry to defy the grand
jury and to refuse to testify upon the ground that the grand
jury is without jurisdiction?

Some 35 years—and I am getting old—I have practiced law
somewhat actively. In all that length of time I never knew a
witness to refuse to testify before a grand jury except on the
ground that his evidence would tend to incriminate him or
subject him to public contempt and obloquy.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yleld to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. REED. I do.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Did the Senator ever know before of a
grand jury that was so clearly called and used for political
purposes?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do not know anything about
this grand jury, except that a grand jury was duly called in a
Federal court, impaneled and sworn according to law, and that
it was proceeding under the direction of a Federal judge and
under the guidance of a district attorney who had sworn to
uphold the Constitution and faithfully and impartially to ad-
minister the laws. That is all I know about it; but if every-
thing is clean, if everything is fair, if everything is honest, I
want to know what objection there was by these witnesses to
telling the facts? And why should they, called upon only to
tell the facts of their knowledge, be in consultation with the
attorney of Mr. Newberry? Why should the attorney of Mr.
Newberry be advising these witnesses to put padlock upon their
tongues and to take Jeopardy of jail rather than tell the
truth? Nobody could compel them to tell anything but the
truth. What was there in the truth that made it necessary for
these men to place themselves in jeopardy of jail, in jeopardy of
court contempt? Why this secrecy and putting off?

I hope the Senator from Michigan did not mean it, but he
used some expressions here to-day which in the old days we
thought always were a notice of a filibuster. I hope the Sena-
tor from Michigan did not mean to say that he proposes to read
a hundred or a thousand affidavits here, nt this time, on the
floor of the Senate, in the consideration of this resolution. I
frankly say that if the other side of this Chamber are deter-
mined that this resolution can not come to a vote at this session
they can filibuster it over. We are now within 20 working days
of the end of this session. Any four or five able-bodied gentle-
men can hold the Senate in session and can tie up all the great
supply bills.
* Mr. LODGE. We are not tying them up now.

Mr. REED. I will answer that in a moment, If the Senator
from Michigan proposes to read a thousand affidavits or a hun-
dred affidavits and proposes to say to us that this question can
not come to a vote, he has it in his power to put this matter
over.

‘Mr. HARDWICK., Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. REED. 1 do.

Mr. HARDWICK,
was in progress?

I simply wanted to know if a filibuster

Mr. REED. Now? ¢

Mr. HARDWICK. Not now. :

Mr. REED. There is one threatened. Did the Senator from
Massachusetts want to interrogate me?

Mr. LODGE. I wanted to ask a question, but the Senator
has gone away from the point about which I wanted to ask him
a question.

Mr. REED. I will come back to it. }

Mr. LODGE. I wanted to ask him if those witnesses in New,
York refused to answer on the ground that they would incrimi-
nate themselves?

Mr, REED. Oh, no; I do not think so.

Mr, LODGE. Well, I know that they did not ask it on that
ground.

Mr. REED. That is exactly the point. If they had asked it
on that ground there would have been some excuse for it.

Mr, LODGE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but I
think, without any design or desire whatever to filibuster, it
would be only fair to give some explanation of that case which
the Senator has made appear so very black.

Mr. REED. That is all right. That ean be done.

We have had some smiling about filibustering here. The Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr. PomeReENE] opened this matter with a state-
ment of the facts, not overlong, and the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. TownseEsp] followed with a statement of his views, which
was not overlong, and I have taken about the same length of
time; and so far as we are concerned upon this side, we are
ready to vote. But if the Senators upon the other side tell us
that we can not have a vote, that they propose to hold this mat-
ter here and filibuster it to death, or discuss it for days, we know
that the business of the Senate can not be held in that way, and
with a frank statement of that kind we will not press this mo-
tion ; but we do ask for a vote.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President—— E

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. REED. I do.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not indulge in any camouflage at all
about the matter. The Committee on Privileges and Elections
once decided that they had no jurisdiction of this matter. Some
other matters have come up which have made it absolutely
necessary, in my judgment, that this full case be presented to
the Senate. It has been presented time and time again by the
affidavits of the people who lave made charges, and only those
people. We have, I think, thousands of affidavits which, if this
Senate is going to act, if this Senate is going to proceed with this
investigation, it should have.

Mr. REED. But let me ask the Senator a question. Does he
refer to affidavits which the Senate should have read here in
the Senate or affidavits which it should have presented to the
committee that is to investigate the matter?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Affidavits which it should have presented
here in the Senate for the purpose of determining whether this
committee, or the next committee, shall investigate this gues-
tion.

Mr. REED. That is to say, affidavits that were made in the
State of Michigan?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED. As to the facts of this election?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED. The Senator thinks that those affidavits, heing
read here in the Senate, will enable the Senate to determine
whether it is the present Senate or whether it is the succeeding
Senate which should make the investigation?

Mr. TOWNSEND. It will enable the Senate to determine
whether or not it wants any investigation at all of this ques-
tion, and I think they will have to be presented. Now, I do
not want to interfere with what I conceive and what the com-
mittee has conceived to be the work of the Senate. Anything
that you have here that is in order, and ought to be considered,
I am ready to consider, and I am ready to lay this aside, so
far as I am concerned, for that purpose; but if the majority of
the Senate say that they want to take up this question, to the
exclusion of the supply bills, if they want to do that, they must
know all the facts before they do it.

Mr. REED. But that is not the question, and it can not be
put in that way. The majority of the Senate are not going to
say that they want to take up this resolution to the exclusion
of the supply bills, The proper discussion of this question
could “certainly be had in a few hours. There may be legal
arguments to be made against it; but affidavits, a thousand
affidavits, made in Michigan as to the merits of this election
can have nothing whatsoever to do with the question as to
whether an investigation should be had; and when the Senator
says that he proposes to present them to the Senate we know

R e e ooty L e Sl e




P Bl

2818

Y-y

i } FEH - i i
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

iyl i 8 NS o B |

FEBRUARY 6,

what he means. We know that he means that he is going to
read a thousand affidavits to the Senate, so that the Senate ean
not pass this resolution unless it does it at the expense of hold-
ing up all of the supply bills for this session. In other words,
it is the boldest, clearesi-cut threat of a filibuster I have ever
heard uttered on the floor of the Senate, and I have heard sev-
eral. Now, just let us understand it. :

Mr, President, we ask for a vote; and if the Senater wants
to begin reading his afiidavits, let him proceed.

AMr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire or infention of
entering upon any filibuster of any kind. We have sat here in
silence and heard all sorts of charges made against Mr. New-
berry, whom some of us believe to be an honest man. We
Enow that he has served his counfry in both wars and that his
sons have served his country.. Before this matter is decided I
shall want to say something. I will not take very long; but
I have the same objection to the use of millions of money in
elections: that the Senator from Missouri has,

Mr. REED. I know it

Mr. LODGE. I feel about it just as he does. Buf there is
something larger and deeper than even the spending of money
in elections, and that is the influence of a colossal fortune like
that of Mr. Ford, and the way it has been used, not merely in
this election but in all sorts of directions. Before this case is
remitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elections those of
s who feel quite as strongly about Mr. Ford as you do about
Mr. Newberry propose to lay before the country their views on
him, and I should like about an hour in which to do it.

Mr. REED. Will the Senator permit me to say, if he mis-
understood me, that my remarks about fortunes applied just
as much to one of these gentlemen as to the other and just in
proportion to their wealth.

Mr. LODGE. When the Senator said that he was an abso-
lutely just judge in this case, I fully agree with him. I believe
he would be absolutely just in this case. While he was speak-
ing his remarks reminded me of what was said of a distin-
guished judge in Massachusetts who resigned from the supreme
court, and they said he resigned from the supreme court be-
cause he was unable to decide against both parties in every
case. [Laughter.] So that I do not question the Senator’s
Justice at all.

Mr. REED. T might be able to do that here.

Mr. LODGE. Possibly; but I do not think it is fair to dis-
cuss Mr. Newberry and give an Impression about his campaign
to the country, here in the Senate, and leave it wholly unan-
‘swered and unreplied to in the same place where the charges
‘have been made, and not behind committee doors.

Mr. BANKHEAD obtained the floor.

Mr. REED. Will the Senator yield for a moment? I was
going to suggest to the Senator that perhaps we could agree on
voting some time to-morrow.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have not this matter in charge.
I am not on the committee, and I am not a Senator from the
State of Michigan, and I am not going to undertake to make
any arrangements aboutf it. I think it is our duty to go om
with the supply bills and not to discuss an election case which
comes before the next Senate, over which we have no jurisdic-
tion, as the Senator admits,

Mr. REED. I think we have jurisdiction, absolutely, to take
the evidence,

Mr. LODGE. We have jurisdiction to preserve evidence,
perhaps.

Mr. REED. I have no doubt about that proposition—that we
have jurisdiction.

Mr. LODGE.. Between preserving evidence and taking evyi-
dence I think there is a distinction.

Mr. REED. Well, taking and preserving are both the same
thing.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I suggest that I have
no objection to a provision which will preserve evidence that
is in danger of being lost. We answered every request that
was made in the stipulation. We followed out the course that
was instituted by Mr. Ford's attorneys. He entered the courts.
He ought mot to be heard to complain now that they do not
have jurisdiction; but we went even further than that. We
have placed in their hands the power of the State courts, so
that they can go in and preserve every scrap of evidence that
they require. Now, if you need anything further that that, T
have no objection to its being passed by the Senate; but I do
object to going out and taking testimony on an ex parte state-
ment, practically, that has been made to the country from the
Senate; and I insist that the facts.on both sides shall be pre-
sented. to the country from. this body. at the same-time, -

Mr.-REED.. -If the Senator will parden.me just.a moment, {

‘the Senator speaks about the decree of the court being. the

decree that Mr. Ford wanted. I am not in this case as Mr.
Ford’s representative. I believe it is the duty of the Senate to
find out and preserve the facts. The decree of court, however,
as I called attention to when the Senator was out, does not
malke these ballots secure.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think it does, Mr, President.

Mr, REED. Do I understand the Senator to mean now that
Le would consent to the passage of the resolution if it was lim-
ited merely to the preservation of documentary evidence?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I would. I am perfeetly willing that that
should be done. ¥

Mr, REED. That is to say that the subeommittee would pre-
serve the ballots and call for and receive and preserve any other
documentary evidence?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no objection to that if that is prop-
erly arranged as the stipulation provides. We must know how
they are going to be taken and how they are going to do it. I
want provision made for doing that.

Mr. REED. You want it done with the attorneys present
and a proper representation of the parties.

Mr. TOWNSEND. If the Senator, after reading tle law that

has passed in Michigan, finds that it covers the ground, so that
these people can go into the court there and get all the rellef
they want, what more does the Senator wish?
. Mr. REED. T do not want anything except I want this evi-
dence saved. T do not want it destroyed. I think we are zet-
ting to a point where we may be able to agree upon it. Of
course, we can not do it very well, standing on the floor of the
Senate in this way.

Mr. TOWNSEND. T am asking the Senator to read the State
law, with the provision that it is given immediate effect, and to
see if that does not furnish all the relief which this Congress
or Mr. Ford has a right to ask. 2

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13308) making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiseal year
ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes.

Mr. BANKHEAD: Mr. President, we have had this bill De-
fore the Senate for five days, and I think about four and a
half hours have been spent in its consideration. I am now
going to move to adjourn until to-morrow, but I want to state
that beginning to-morrow, after the morning hour, I shall insist
that this bill shall be kept before the Senate to-morrow and to-
morrow night and the next day and the next night until the bill

is passed, L

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have been waiting to lear a
statement. like. that for some time, I hope the Senator will
do as he states, and' I hope that those having charge of other
bills that we must dispese of before Congress adjourns will
insist upon a similar proceeding.

THE EEVENUE.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, with a view to facilitating
action upon the revenue bill when it is reported to the Senate, I
wish to state to the Senate that there will be a conferénce re-
pert filed in the House, and that the bill as amended by the
conferees has been printed. These documents can be had by ap-
plying at the Document Room.

As a further aid to Senators in getting ready so that we can
dispose of the report without delay, I am going to ask that the
conference report be printed in the Recorp in order that those
Senators who desire to do so may examine it in advance of its
regular presentation to the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ropinsox in the chair),
The Chair suggests to the Senator from North Carolina that the
conference report will be printed in the House proceedings of
to-day, and that it would not be competent for the Senate ta
make an order for printing the report in advance of receiving
the report.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Chair did not understand me. I am nog
proposing to present the report of the conferees on the part of
the Senate. I am simply asking that the report which has been
made to the House by the House conferees be printed [a the
RECORD.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask the Senafor if, when the raport is pre-
sented to the House, it will not be printed in the Bxcorp?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think so, but I ar. not quite sure
about that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the
Senator from North Carolina to request tuat if the conference
report does not appear in the proceedings of the House when
presented-to the House the same shall ke printed inthe Reeonp -
.of the proeeedings of the Senate.. - 3

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what T request,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. . The Chair hears no objection. ; :

AMr. WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator in what form the
matter is going to appear, so that the public at large may know
what the bill itself provides for in its entirety.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have stated that the bill as amended by

the conferees has been printed. It is already printed, so that |

with the report of the conferees any Senator can tell exactly
what has been done.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 7, 1919, at 12
o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuursvay, February 6, 1919,

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: i

Oh Thou, to whom we are indebted for all things, God our
Heavenly Father, without whom we are nothing, illumine our
minds, quicken our conscience, that we may see clearly the way
and act fearlessly, nobly, our part in the great drama of life,
under the spiritual leadership of Thy son Jesus Christ, the
world’s Great Exemplar ; and Thine be the glory forever. Amen.

'.1'11‘:j Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved. -

UNEMPLOYMENT OF MINE WORKERS.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp a letter and a resolution passed by the
United Mine Workers of America. I want to say that in Ohio
alone there are 15,000 mine workers who have not worked a
day this year and the other 30,000 have worked only about 50
per cent. Y -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
incorporate in the Recorp a letter and resolution. Is there

_objection? '

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Yes. ;

Mr. STAFFORD. Has this lack of employment or the small
number employed in the output of coal been the result of the
action of the mine owners so as to keep up the high price of
coal, or what has been the purpose? .

Mr., SHERWOOD. I will have the resolution read, if the
gentleman desires.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought the gentleman had the informa-
tion as to the reason why these men are out of employment,
when the price of coal is three times what it was in peace times.

Mr. SHERWOQOD. There is nothing in the resolution about
that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

The letter and resolution are as follows:

UniTep MiNe WORKERS OF AMERICA,
Columbus, Ohio, January 30, 1919,

Hon. Isasc R, SHERWOOD,
Houge of Representatives, Washington, D, O,

Dear Sik: We have just made a tour of thé coal-mining districts
of Ohio and find conditions extremely bad.

There are 15,000 coal miners in this State that have not worked
one day this year, the other 30,000 have worked less than 50 per cent
time and have no assurance of any immediate relief,

The people living in the mining communities have lost all confidence
in themselves and cveryone else, including the Government, and he-
cause of this lack of confidence people are only buying what they
absolutely can not get alongh:ithcut.

Because of this, the merchants are buying nothing from the whole-
sale houses and everyone is affected all along the line.

L is only one remedy that we can see at this time that will
bring relief and restore confidence and that is for the Government
to inform all operators and coal consumers that the price fixed by the
President in 1017 would maintain in 1919, and that fuel purchased by
the Railroad Administration would take the same price as other con-
sumers are required to pay and that all eoal purchased b
road Administration for fuel purpose or Government use should be as
near equally distributed among all the mines as Is possible, thus assur-
ing to the men employed in and around the mines an equal opportunity
to earn a dollar during this reconstructive period.

I appeal to you as a citizen and statesman from this grand old
Buckeye State to use your power in Congress and with the Fuel and
Railrond Administration te the end that a publie statement will
emanate from Washington to the effect that the price of coal fixed by
the President would maintain during this year.

The effect of an order of this kind will bring immediate relief, be-
epuse large consumers are not purchasing e at this time because
they have coal in stock and are using their stock in the belief that
prices will be reduced. ]

If they had the assurance that prices will not be reduced, instead
of eonsuming their stock coal, they would from time to time purchase
part of their dally consumlgtlon 80 that will, to that extent, increase
production and increase e carnings of the men employed in and
around the mines,

You will kindly give this question the eerious consideration that it
merits and advise us of any information or rellef that you may be
able to secure. ;
you in advance for glving this matter your personal at-
tention, we beg to remaln,
Sincerely,
JonN MoorE,
FPresident Ohio Miners.
O, W. Savace,
Becrclary-Treasurer Ohio Miners,

Uxiten Mixp WORKERE OF AMERICA,
Columbus, Ohio, Jannary 81, 1919,
Hon, IsAAc R. SHERWOOD,

Member United States Congress, Washington, D. C.

Dear Bir: The follow! resolution was unanimously adopted by
the delegates representing fifty thousand (50,000) coal miners in the
thirtieth annual convention of Ohio miners, District No. 6, United Mine
Workers of America

Trusting you will give ihis matter your carly conslderation, 1 am,
Respectfully,
G, W. SAVAGE,
Becrclary.

Resolution.
To the representatives of the Ohio Mine Workers, thirticth annual
convention assembled:

Whereas the Government agents representing the Rallroad Adminis-
tration are using every effort possible to uce the price of rallroad
coal per ton to less than the price set b President of the United
States, Hon, Woodrow Wilson, for the duration of the war; and

Whereas during reconstruetion period, in order to prevent dimster in
our industrial affairs, it is al so]nte'}f necesgary to have all indus-

in our eoun operate to provide employment for those who

must work for a li nf; and
Whereas if the poliey of reducing the price of rallroad coal is adopted,

o
it will canse many of the mines to close down and throw thousands
of our miners out of emplo t, which would cause hardehips among
the miners and their families ; Therefore be it

Resolved, That we, representing approximately fifty thousand (50,000)
mine workers Iin Ohio, want an equal division of the work, and who,
beeause of the enormous high cost of living, appeal to the authorities
at Washington and our Government to insist that the price per ton
for coal for railroad fuel be the same as the price made by overn-
Rengltl, and which every other consumer is required to pay; and be it

rther

Reasolved, That as a solution 1o prevent the closing of some of the
mines, while others are in operation, the miners demand that each mine
in operation be given the oligortunlty to supply coal for railroad fuel,
and that the tonnage be divided among the various mines in proportion
to the tonnage produced ; and be it further

Resolved, That the secre be instructed to send copy of this resc-
lutlon to Members of United States Co from Ohio, to Hon. Wood-
row Wilson, President of the United States; Hon, Walker D, Hines,
Director General of Railroad Administration; Hon, H. A. Garfield, Fuel
Administrator ; Hon. Felix Frankfurter, War Labor Policy Board ; Hon.
W. B. Wilson, Secretary of Labor; and Hon. Ellison D. Smith, chair-
man, Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested:

8. 5342. An act providing for the appointment of an additional
district judge for the northern judicial district of the State of
Texas. . -

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.
1847) to authorize the addition of certain lands to the Wyoeming
National Forest.

THE REVENUE, ‘

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on
the revenue bill, H. R, 12863, and ask that it be printed under
the rule.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a conference re-
port on the revenue bill, which will be prinfed in the Recorp
under the rule. i

Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will. :

Mr, MANN. Is it proposed to have the revenue bill printed
in any way, as it will read if the conference report is agreed to?

Mr, KITCHIN. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Either before or after the conference report is
agreed upon?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. We have the bill already printed as
agreed upon by the conferees, and any Member of the House
can send over to the room of the Committee on Ways and Means
in the House Office Building and get a copy to-day. Of course,
copies will be printed to-morrow and be in the document room,
but Members ean get copies to-day by sending over to the room
of the committee.

Mr, MANN. The committee have had it printed for the use
of the committee, but it would not be printed for the document
room, would it? i

Mr. KITCHIN. Not until to-morrow.

Mr. MANN. It would not be printed for the document room
at all unless there was a special order made,

Mr. KITCHIN. I forgot to say that I have a motion with ref-
erence to that which I am going to present immediately.
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Mz, MANN. If the conference report is agreed to, of course
the bill will be signed eventually by the President; but I appre-
hend that it will not be practicable for the President to sign the
bill probably until he returns home.

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. z = r

Mr. MANN. It seems to me it will be very important to assume
that the President will sign the bill if the conference report is
agreed to, and that meanwhile people ought to know what it is
going to be, so they can begin to prepare to make their returns.

Mr, KITCHIN. I will tell the gentleman our intention. I
have an order reading this way: :

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the House document
room 2,500 copies of the bill (H, R. 12863) to provide revenue, and for
other purposes, agreed to in conference.

I will offer that in a moment. Then, after the conference re-
port is agreed to by the House and the Senate I will try to get
an order to print it in pamphlet form, so that it can be sent out
to the people, and the House and Senate can have the privilege
of getting copies. Of course, it will be unsigned, but it will be
exactly as the bill

Mr. MANN. When does the gentleman intend to call up the
conference report?

Mr. KITCHIN. Saturday.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I have just come in. Has the conference
report been agreed upon?

Mr. KITCHIN. It has been agreed to by the conferees. I
have just presented it for printing in the REcorp. Any gentle-
man can get a copy of the report as agreed upon and the state-
ment of the conferees on the part of the House by sending to the
Committee on Ways and Means in the House Office Building at
any time to-day.

3 Mr. Speaker, I present the motion which I gend to the Clerk’s
esk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the House document

ToOm 2,506 coples of the bill H. R. 12863, an act to provide revenue,
and for other purposes, agreed to in conference,

The motion was agreed to.
CASUALTIES IN THE PENNSYLVANIA NATIONAL GUARD.

Mr, VARE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a newspaper article con-
cerning the casualties in the Pennsylvania National Guard.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to insert in the REcorp a newspaper article.

Mr, FOSTER. I did not understand what it is about.

Mr. VARE. Itisan article from the Philadelphia Press, which
gives the casualties of the members of the National Guard of
Pennsylvania.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman think we ought to com-
mence to print the casualty lists in the CoNerESSIONAL RECORD?

Mr. VARE. This makes some comparisons avhich show the
very important part taken by Pennsylvania troops.

Mr. FOSTER. All the States have had a good many casual-

ties, and if we begin printing these lists every State ought to
have the right to do the same thing, it seems to me.
- Mr. VARE. I have yet to see the time on this floor when
" there was objection made to printing anything calling attention
to the important part that any gentleman’s State may have
played in the war.

Mr. FOSTER. I know that all the States have played an
important part, and we are all proud of them.

Mr. VARE. I do not doubt that a bit. :

Mr. FOSTER. But I do not believe we ought to publish
these lists in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr. MANN. I do not understand this is a propesition to pub-
lish the casualty lists.

Mr. FOSTER. That is what I understood.

Mr. VARE. Not the names of individuals. This is simply a
newspaper article—

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, I misunderstood the gentleman.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? p

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, is it the object to
show by comparison that Pennsylvania bad a larger casualty
list than organizations in other States?

Mr. VARE. No. It does not make a comparison with the
rest of the States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, how long
an article is it? Is it all that the gentleman has in his hand?

Mr. VARE. No; it is a part of it.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is a small part. I have not objection
to that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CONGRESSIONAL/ RECORD—HOUSE. '

WOUNDED MARINES AT CHELSEA HOSPITAL, MASS.

_.' Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there have been
Some erroneous reports published in reference to the payment
of wounded Marines at the Chelsea Hospital, near Boston. I
ask unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp some official cor-
respondence and reports relating to the matter, '

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Recorp some official correspond-
ence and reports in regard to wounded marines in the Chelsea
Hospital, near Boston. Is there objection?

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, how long is the
correspondence ?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is short, it will not take, I
think, over a page of the Recorp, embracing official correspond-
ence and reports relating to the matter in question,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The correspondence and reports are as follows:

Housm oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Wasghington, D. C,, February 6, 1919,
Gen. GEORGE RICHARDS, United States Marine Corps, :
Washington.
My Deir GEN. RICHARDS : My attention has been called to a reporg
_sﬁpl?earln recently in the New York World, to the effect that 2
nited States Marines have been without any pay for about eight months.
.ﬁ E;tt:r :hnis :r}t::: on ltlﬁhtgubjectl h_vthSenattor B h:;i n. Laucl?-
elmer, ch. letter w e . re ereto was submitted to the
House Naval Affairs Committee. ?y
I understand that later you made a thorough investigation of this
report, and I would appreciate your sending me coples of the corre-
spondence between Benator LobGe and Gen. Lauchheimer, and any
reports that you may have submitted In connection therewith. I learn
that recently thls erroneous report has been circulated among some
of the Members of Congress, and for this reason think that it should
be corrected by setting out the facts in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
Yours, sincerely,
W. B. OLIvER,

HeapquarTeRs U. 8, MariNe Corps,
AYMASTER'S DEPARTMENT, -
Washington, D, C., February 6, 1919.

My Deir Mr. OLIVER : Replying to IIgcrut' letter of even date relative
to a report printed in the New York Evening World, to the effect that

re were a number of wounded marines in the naval hospital,
Chelsea, Mass., who had received mo pay for elght months or more,
this office would state that this repert as to these wounded belng
without pay, it appears, was first published in New FEngland news-
g:pers some time in November last, as brought to attention here by

nator LobGe of Massachusetts. If you will refer to the printed
hearing of the Marine Corps, before the Naval Committee of the House
December 19, 1918, you will see there certain correspondence between
Senator LopGeE and Gen. Lauchheimer on this subject; copies in full
are inclosed herewith, from which it will be seen that the statement
that these men had received no pay was found to be untrue.

Later the same report was republished in the New York Evenin
World of December 27, 1918, in connection with a notice that a beneﬂ%
ball, to occur at the (':amhrldlge Armory on New Year's eve, was bein,
arranged for by public-spirited citizens to uuppli these wounde&
marines with funds to purchase needed comforts. gain this matter
was reinvestigated at the direction of these headquarters. You will
find inclosed a copy of the report made by this office on January 9,
1919. You will see in examining this paper that it was found as a
result of that reinvestigation that not a single one of these wounded
marines in the naval hospital at Chelsea who wished their pay failed
to receive pay Immediately after thelr admission to that hospital.

Trusting that this information is sufficient for ‘your pur
and thanking you for this evidence of your Interest in the welfare
of the enlisted force of the Marine Corps, belleve me to be, with

kindest reg;ds,
Faithfully, yours,

GEORGE RICHARDS,
Brigadier General,
: The Paymaster, United States Marine Corps.
Hon, WiLLIAM B. OLIVER, !
Washington, D. C.

UNITED BTATES BENATE,
COMMITTE OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS,
November 9, 1918,

My Dean GEN. LAUCHHEIMER : I should be verg much indebted if you
would let me know whether there is feundation for a report which has
come to me that a number of our marines who were wounded in France
and are now undergoing treatment at the naval hospital at Chelseaa
Mass., have recelved no pay from the Government for many months an
are unable to obtain any. I do not know the names of these soldiers at
Chelsea, but a constituent of mine has written me in their behalf, send-
ing me a statement from one of the Boston newspapers in regard to the
matter. For any information that you may give me I shall be greatly
obliged.

18 Very truly, yours, H. C. Lobae,

Brig. Gen. C. H. LAUCHHEIMER,
5The Adjutant General, United States Marine Corps.

HEADQUARTERS MArINE Corrs,
November 11, 1918,
Navy Yarp, BosTON, Mass.

For marine barracks: Investigate and report immediately if any
wounded marines in naval hospital, Chelsea, have recelved no pay for
many months and are unable to obtain !aay period. Attention is called
to instructions August 17 covering subject payment wounded marines,
also to more specific orders October 8, requiring detailed reports cover-
ing cases of wounded marines unpaid for many months, S amcra

A I
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Novemeen 12, 1918,

M¥ Dear SENATOR Lopee: Your letter of the 9th instant, bringing to
my attention report that there are a number of wounded marines at the
naval hospital, Chelsea, Mass,, who have received ngegay for several
months and are unable to obtain any, has been reccived. This matter
has been taken up by wire with the commsmding officer Marine Bar-
racks, navy yard, Boston, Mass., that the precise facts may be developed,
action taken, and groper information supplied you. .

As to whether there is any fo tion for the report, let me say that
we already know that the commanding officers of some of the units of
ihe Marine Corps in France, did, in Al"—}ﬂl last, suspend regular {:u-
ments to their commands for reasons of a military nature; also, that
later, when some of those units went under fire, the wounded men were
evacoated through the British and Irench evacuation and base hos-
pitals, situated in something more than 75 widely scattered localities.

Immediately the officers of the Paymaster's Department, Marine
Corps, in France, made every effort to reach our w ded who ded
funds; there are two letters inclosed herewith, as well as an official
report of the Paymaster, Marlne Corps, that cover details. In addition,
Col, John H, Hughes, Inspector General, United States Army, in France,
reports under date cf SBeptember 6, 1018 the following:

< l’arngraph 3, page 7, General Order 111, General Headquarters
'American Kxpeditionary IPorces, 1918, uires that in case marines
are sent to hospital their service records gent direet to pa‘mster
United States Marine Corps, Paris. There are now about 6,000 uf
these service records In this oflice. Al men away from organizations
are supposed to have their records at the Paris office. There are men
whose records have been lost, and in some cases records are said to
have been destroyed by shell fire. In such cases these men are paid
from data available on cards in Paris office. The dwllﬂnte service
record must be secured from the United States. Maj. Wills has made
during August a round of all hospitals west of a line north and south
through Paris and paid each man 100 franes. At the same time he
Teft cards with the men by which they ean inform him of any echange
of address, He pald about 1,300 men. Ie left Paris about September
3 to make a similar trip through eastern ce, and on his return

will have much valuable data as to the whereabouts of the men to be |

pald from his office, On future trips it is the intention to %:l’ men
full amount due them. It is lm?meuuhle to take these ps by
rallroad due to the freat loss of time in getting from place to place
and the short stay at each place.”

When some of these wounded began arriving within the United
States general Instructions were Issued August 17, 1918, to all posts
of the Marine Corps on the eastern coast, so that the needs of these
men, in the matter of funds, might further be mef, and in connection
therewith specific reports were required to be furnished these head-
gunarters covering such cases as you describe.

In these circumstances your inquiry m:ﬁ now onlg be answered to
ihe effect that no reports liave been received here as to any such cases
in the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass., and in the absence of such
reports the rumor is probably ineorrect. As indicated above, you
Pe informed as to the result of our investigation. In the meantime let
me express my appreciation to youw for bringing the matter g0 promptly
to our attention. I

With kindest regards, believe me {o be,

Faithfully, yours,

fenator M. C. LoDGE,
United Rtatcs Senate, Washington, D. C.

C. . LAUCHABEIMER,

‘l.htnrllv,l:l Bi'a'n:a; SIH.}‘T‘I, i
MMITTEE ON IVATE LAND CLAIM
i November 12, 1918.
My DEAR GEN. LAUCHHEIMER : 1 am very much obliged for your letter
of ltltre 1';ua and for the information which you give me. l'me(? of
courge, that everything possible was being done by the Marine Co
to extend finameial aid to our wounded marines, but I was anxious
ascertain from you just what was being done in that direction in order
that 1 might make intelligent reply to those who bave written me

about it.
. With kind regards and many thanks, I am,
Very truly, yours,

. Gen. C. H. LAUCHHEIMER,
Br} mﬂﬁar‘i‘tﬂ Unitcd States Marine Corpe, Washington, D. C.

H. C. Lobae,

NOVEMEER 14, 1018.

Mx Deir SENATOR: Im further reference to cur previous correspo.
ence with regard to wounded marines mot V. their pay, I have
the honor to quote for your information the following telegram which
has just been received from the commanding officer marine barracks,
Boston, in reply to telegraphic orders which were gent to him on the
J1th instant to investigate this matter: B

“ All wounded marines at Chelsea (Boston) hospital have been able
to draw pay when desired, except Pyt. oy Barbee, who retorned Mon-
day from Jck leave. Status of his pay accounts was forwarded Tues-
day to assistant gaymmer. 291 Broadway (New York{, and he should
receive payment by to-morrow. Barbee was last paid to and including
B1st May.

You w’ill note from this that we are taking all possible aters to see
that wounded marines returned to this country do not have their pay
held up, and it any such cases have occu they are exceptional cases,
which we are endeavoring to guard against.

Again expressing my appreciation of your interest in the welfare of
our men, and ?ﬂh the assurance of my high regard, believe me,

Sincere fOUTS,
2 4 g C. H. LAUCHHEIMER,
Brigadier General, Adjutant, and Inspeetor.

Hon. HeENnY CABOT LODGE
o0 UUnited States Senate, Washington, D. C.
. 3 JANUARY 0, 1919,

From: The Paymaster.

o : The Major General Commandant.

Hubject : Personal letter from Brig. Gen, C. 8. Radford, assistant quar-
termaster, Marine Corps, to Brig, Gen. C. H, Eauchheimer, i.ncloat:ﬁ
clipplngs from npewepapers in re alleged nonpayment of wound

marines.

- L - - - - -

1. Pursnant to reference (a), this office got In communication with
the assistant paymaster at New ’York. by telephone, and directed him to

make an in tion and submit re[?eprt relative to nonreeeipt of pay
by wounded marines. cember 31, 1918. The assistant
paymaster at New York on that date informed this office that so far
as known to him all men in the naval hospital at Chelsea who desired
funds had been paid, The same date this office had a telephonic com-
munication with the commanding officer, marine barr . Boston, Mass.,
and was advised him that the statement contained in the clipping
from the Evening World was untrue,

2, In addition to the fo. ing, a telegram was prepared for the
major general commandant addressed to the commanding officer, marine
barrachks, Boston, which read as follows :

* Referring to article in New York Eveninﬁ World headed * I-:i%ht
months unpaid but don't whimper,' and dated Boston, December 27,
regarding benefit ball to raise funds for 25 marines in Chelsea hospital.
Investigate and report immediately to the major general commandant all
the facts in detail with a list of the names of wounded marines in the
Chelsen hospital with dates and amount of last pn&'ment. and if not
{)aid since arrival the reason for nonpyament, Attention is again called
o instructions August 17 and October 8 requiring payments and de-
tailed reports covering cases of this kind.”

3. Un date of January 2, 1919, this office received a report on this
gubject from the assistant paymaster, New York, N. Y., dated December
81, which is quoted for your m-m‘hon. as follows :

* Bubject : Payment of wounded marlnes in United 8tates Naval llos-
pital, Cheisea, Mass.
. - . - - - »

“1. In connection with references (a) and (b), there is transmitted
herewith a list showing the names of all men to whom this ce has
any knowledge as being patients at the United States Naval Hospital,
Chelsea, Mags. This list has been prepared from the pay roll of the
Marine Barracks, Boston, Mass., for the month of November, 1918,

* 2, This office notes that no emergency payment has been made in
the cases of Pvt. George H. Tower and iins*l'thta Arthur Clift. No re-
quest from the commanding officer of the ton barracks has been

received in this office ﬂ!iiﬂl"suﬂ]g an advance,
"* 3. Reference (e) will explain the reason mo advance has been
“R. B. Davis”

made to Daum.

4. The report from the commanding office marine barracks, nav
E“d’ Boston, Mass,, reference (d) on this case, the original of whic

attached hereto as well as the report from the assistant paymaster,
Marine Corps, New York, quoted herein, shows that statements con-
tained in the elip from the New York Evenimi World, referred to
in this correspondence, were without foundation Im fact. Particular
attention is invited to the following paragraph from the report of the
ecommonding officer Marine Barracks, Boston, Mass. :

“ 3, With reference to the benefit ball, a Mr. George Baker, an
employee of the Wnshburn-cros“hg flour agency at Boston, came to see
me ahout two weeks ago with reference to this ball, Mr. Baker stated
that he has for many years been a firm friend of the Marine Corps.
Nevertheless, I declined to accede to Mr. Baker's uest for wrl::R:
sion to use my name in connectiom with the gam ball, or to take
actlon which would give thie ball an official status; and without hurt-
ingcgl Mr. Baker's feelings, in view of hiz expressed friendly sentiments, 1
endeavored to discourage the project of a benefit ball, as I felt that
an erroneous impression might be created. [ also informed Mr. Baker
that the wounded marines in Chelsea Hospital were being well looked
ogut for financially and in all respects, under epecial orders from the
major general commanant.”

The fourth pamglﬂph of the report of the commanding officor Murine
Barracks, Boston, Mass., reading as follows, is further evidenee of
the absolute untruth of the contents of the clipping from the New
York Evening World:

*4, The instructions of 17 August and 8 October, 1918, referred
to In reference (a) have been carefully complied with b
Almost daily inquiry has been made at the Chelsea Hospital in order
that every case t receive careful and prompt attention.”

In this connection special attention is invi to the fact that the
commanding office at Marine Barracks, Boston, Mags,, has been making
almost daily in at the Chelsea Hospital, eévidencing that that
eommanding officer has taken a very active interest in the matter of
};\:oklir;g:f after the wants and needs of all wounded marines in that

ospital.

5, This final report in this case was held here awaiting the receipt
in this office of report from the commnndin%jomcer Marine Bar-
racks, navy ejard, Boston, Mass., reference (d), which appears to have
been received at these headquarters on January 3, 1919, but was not
received in this office until

anuary 8, 1019, tive days later.
GEoRGE RICIARDS,

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation
bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the naval
appropriation bill.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia.
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia makes the
point that no quorum is present. KEvidently there is not. The
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify
the absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 265, nays 0,
answered * present ”’ 2, not voting 162, as follows:

Mr. Speaker, I make the point

YEAB—265.
Alexander Bankhead Blackmon - Brodbeck
Almon Barkley Bland, Ind, Browning
Ashbrook Barnhart Bland, Va, Buchanan
Aswell Beakes Blanton Burroughs
Ayres Bell Bowers Butler '
Bacharach Beshlin Brand Byrnes, B, C.
Baer Black Britten Caldw
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Campbell, Kans.
Campbell, Pa.
Carnon

Carter, Mass,
Carter, Okla.

¥
handler, N. Y.
handler, Okla.
ark, Pa.
HAERON
aypool

eaAry
Connally, Tex.
Connelly, Kans,
Cooper, Ohlo
Cooper, W. Va.
Cool)er Wis.
Copley

C 'i' .
Currle, Mich,
Dale

Dallinger
Bearrow
mpsey
Denison
Denton

Q200000
g

n
_Fairchild, B. L.

airchild, G. W.

Fairfield
Farr
Ferris

T

Fuller, I1l.
Fuller, Mass.
Gallagher
Gallivan
(:andy

Garland

Anderson
Anthony
Austin
Benson
Birch
Booher
Dorland
Browne
Brumbaugh
Burnett
Byrns, Tenn.
Candler, Miss.
Cantrill

Costello
Cox

Crago
Cramton
Crosser
Curry, Cal.
Davey
Davis
Decker

" Delaney
Dent

. Dewalt
Dickinson
Donovan
Doolin
Doolittle
Doremus
Drane
Drukker
Eagan
Eagle

Garner Lobeck Rucker
Garrett, Tenn, Lonergan Sabath
Garrett, Tex. Longworth Sanders, Ind.
Glynn Lufkin Saunders, Va.
McArthur Scott, Iowa
Goodwin, Ark. MeClintie Scott, Mich.
Graham, Il MeCormick -Bells
Gray, ™ Fooag McCulloch Sherwood
Green Iowa McKeown Shouse
McKinley {egel
Grlest McLaughlin, Mich, Sinnott
Hadle, cLaughlin, Pa. Sisson
Hamlin McLemore Slemp
Hard Ma, Sloan
Harrison, Va. Maher Smith, C. B.
Haskell Manno Smlth, T.F,
Hayden Mansfield Snook
Jayes Mapes Snyder
e Martin Stafford
Hensley Mason Stedman
Hersey Mays Steenerson
Hicks Merritt Stephens, Miss,
Holland Miller, Minn. Stevenson
Hollingsworth ler, Strong
Hood Montague Sumners
Houston Moon Tague
-Huddleston Moore, Pa Taylor, Colo
Hull, Tenn. Moores, Ind. Temple
Humphreys Morgan Tillman
Husted Mo Tilson
Igoe Mudd Timberlake
Ireland Neely Tinkham
Jacoway Nelson, A. P, Towner
James Nicholls, 8, C Treadway
Johnson, Wash, Oldfield Vare
Jones Oliver, Ala. Venable
Juul Oliver, N XL Ve
Kearns (’Shaunessy Vinson
Kenting Overstreet Volgt
Keh Padgett Volstead
Kelley, Mich. Parker, N. J. Walsh
Kennedy, R. L. Parker, N. Y. Walton
Kettner Peters Wason
Kiess, Pa. Phelan Watkins
Kincheloe at atson, Pa
Polk Watson, Va.
inkaid Porter Weaver
Kitchin Purnell Welling
Knutson uin Welty
aUs ale ‘Wheeler
La Folette er White, Me
LaGuard Ramseyer ‘Wilson, La.
%An‘l rt Ban&la 1 g{lson. Tex.
Langley ee n
rsen Riordan Wongl? Ind.
Lazaro Rodenberg Wright
Lea, Cal. Rogers Zihiman
Lehlbach Romjue
Linthicuom Rouse
Little Rowe
ANSWERED “ PRESENT."—2.
Emerson London
NOT VOTING—162.
Edmonds Lee, Ga. Scully
Elliott er Bears
Esch Lever Shackleford
Essen Littlepage Shallenberger
Estt:ﬂinnl Lundeen Sherley
Fiel Lunn Sims
Fisher McAndrews Slayden
Flynn cFadden Small
Focht McKenzie Bmith, Idaho
Gillett Madden Smith, Mich,
win, N. C. Mondell Bnell
G 11 Morin Steagall
Gordon Nelson, J. M. Btee
Gould Nlclwls. Mich, Etephens Nebr.
Graham, Pa. Nolan sterling
Gray, N. J. Norton tiness
Greene, Mass., Olney Sullivan
Greene, Vt. Osborne Sweet
G rimn Overmyer wift
Hamil Paige Switzer
Ham lltnu, Mich., Par Taylor, Ark.
Hamilton, N. Y. Pou Templeton
Harrison, Miss. Powers homas
Hastings Pratt Thompson
Ha Price Van Dyke
Hawley Rainey, H. T. Waldow
Heaton Ralney, J. W. Walker
Heintz Ramsey Ward
Helm Rankin Webb
Helvering Rayburn Whaley
Hilllard Reavis White, Ohio
Howard Roberts Willlams
Hull, Towa Robinson 1som, IIL
Hutchinson Rose Winslow
Johnson, Ky. . Rowland Wise
Johnson, 8. Dak. Rubey Woods, Iowa.
Kahn ussel Woodyard
Kelly, Pa. Snnders, La. Young, N. Dak
Kennedy, Iowa Sanders, N. ¥. Young, Tex,
Key, Ohio Sanford
Kreider Schall

So the motion of Mr. PapgerT was agreed to.
The following pairs were announced:
Until further notice:
Mr. Crazk of Florida with Mr. EpamonNps.
Mr. Hexry T. RaiNey with Mr. Wirsox of Illinois.
Mr. ScaAypExN with Mr, SWEETZER.

Mr, Sears with Mr. Norax.

Mr. BooHER with Mr. HAmirTon of Michigan.

Mr. LEveEr with Mr. HAUGEN.

Mr. Carew with Mr. Gooparr,

Mr. EsToPINAL with Mr. EMERSON.

Mr. WHITE of Ohio with Mr. NogTox.

Mr. Hagrison of Mississippi with Mr, Reavis,

Mr, Hamirr with Mr. KREIDER.

Mr. BrumBavcH with Mr. CosTELLO.

Mr. CaxprEr of Mississippi with Mr, Caanprer of Oklahoma.
Mr. BEnsoN with Mr. ANDERSON.

Mr LrrreerAce with Mr. AvusTIx.

Mr, Caraway with Mr. BRowxE.

Mr. Byens of Tennessee with Mr, Davis,

. DENT with Mr. Kaux.

Mr. Doxovan with Mr. FocHT.

Mr. DooLing with Mr. Gourp.

Mr. CanTRILL with Mr. Kex~xepy of Iowa.

Mr. HeLx with Mr. HUTCHINSON.

Mr. HELvERING with Mr. KNUTSON.

Mr. SumxeErs with Mr. McFADDEN.

Mr. McAxprEws with Mr. McKENzIE.

Mr. Oryey with Mr. MADDES.

Mr. OvErMYER with Mr. OsSBORNE.

Mr. PARK with Mr. Paige.

Mr. Pou with Mr. RAMSEY.

Mr, Price with Mr. Saxpers of New York.

Mr. Russerr with Mr. SANFoORD.

Mpr. SanpErs of Louisiana with Mr. Saara of Idaho.

Mr, ScurLy with Mr. SNELL,

Mr. Sias with Mr. EscH.

Mr. Symarrn with Mr. GiiierT.

Mr. STERLING with Mr. WiLLIAMS.

Mr. Tayror of Arkansas with Mr, WINsLOW.

Mr. WesB with Mr. WoobpYARD.

Mr, Coapy with Mr. GreexE of Vermont.

. Corrier with Mr. MoNDELL.

Mr. BurserT with Mr. STINESS.

Mr, THoMAs with Mr. Sarra of Michigan,

Mr, WHALEY with Mr. HAwLEY.

Mr. DeraxeEy with Mr. Crago.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Garrerr of
Tennessee in the chair.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed I desire
to make a statement. About one hour and a few minutes remain
of general debate. It is our desire to finish this bill by to-mor-
row night, and for that purpose, If it is necessary, I shall ask
the House to sit to-night. I hope it will not be necessary. I
hope that we can make such progress during the day that it will
not be necessary. If it should be necessary to have a night
session in order to complete the bill by to-morrow night, how-
ever, I shall ask that that procedure be pursued. The gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHIN] gave notice this morn-
ing that he would call up on Saturday the conference report
upon the revenue bill, and we desire to have this bill out of the
way.by that time.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as I have
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sauxpess], and, as I un-
derstand it, the chairman of the committee has agreed to yield
to him part of his time.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, Mr. Chairman; I yield to the gentle-
man 20 mihutes of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for 25 minutes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman: The forces of
liberty, right, and justice, in a contest in which clvilization was
at stake, achieved a great triumph in the world war, now hap-
pily concluded. To that high enterprise our country made a
notable contribution. Imperial Germany is prostrate, Austria is
in the dust, Turkey is a shapeless ruin, great Russia is a form-
less mass of jarring and discordant elements. Thrones, prin-
cipalities, and potentates have been overthrown. Nowhere do
the powers of autocracy rear their insolent heads to threaten
the peace of the world. Nowhere may be seen the menace of
any danger to the United States. Having these conditions in
mind we are moved to ask why it is, that at this time the most
prodigious naval bill in the history of our country, has been
reported to this body, and why in face of the admitted facts
Congress should approve the recommendations of the Naval
Committee? Is it the logic of the situation that as dangers
recede, our preparations for war shall multiply? Is it true

that in proportion to the declining power of the arrogant autoe-
racles that aspired to the overlordship of the world, this mighty,
free, and secure Republic of ours must multiply the agencies ot
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destruection under the pretense that they are required for neces-
sary defense?

A few days ago there came to us news of the most tremendous
significance that was ever borne to the expectant peoples of the
earth, since this old world of our started spinning down the
ringing grooves of change. That news was to the effect that the
congress at Paris had agreed upon a league of nations, and that
the terms of the agreement provided for the disarmament of
the nations, the reduction of military forces, and the aboli-
tion of conscription for the maintenance of armies—in a word,
for the destruction of those agencies which throughout the
ages have agitated, perturbed, and filled with dire alarms the
free and liberty-loving peoples of the earth. If that news be
true, then certainly there is no necessity for the action recom-
mended to be taken, and if it be not true, then I will ask some
spokesman for this bill, to tell me and to tell this committee what
are the dangers against which we are asked to prepare, who are
the possible enemies likely to confront us, and why it is that
in addition to the inevitable burdens entailed by the great war,
we are now asked to assume burdens in the way of a larger
Army and a larger Navy, far greater than were deemed neces-
sary for the national defense in the period that preceded our
declaration of war? Emerging as victors from a short but
bloody participation in a war that has served to make the world
secure for the citizens of this Republic, have we only succeeded
in laying greater military and naval burdens on our country?
Does it fairly follow from our victory, that the dangers to the
peace and security of the United States have been so greatly
magnified, that upon a calm review of the world situation we
are justified in concluding that we must increase both our
Army, and our Navy to the dimensions proposed, to adequately
safeguard our national interests? If we look for information
on this material inquiry, to the report of the Naval Committee,
what do we find? Not a word in the way of explanation, or
justification of its recommendations.

After giving a number of details related fo the great expendi-
tures proposed, the report contents itself with saying that it is
agreed that we need an adequate Navy—a magnificent platitude
but hardly an illuminating statement. Whatever may be our
divergent views as to the size of the Navy, we are all agreed
that we favor an adequate Navy. But this body of intelligent
representatives of the American people is justified in asking
the Naval Committee to advise us as to the dangers which it
deems are reasonably to be apprehended, and the impelling
reasons for the policy which it recommends? *May I ask, what
is an adequate Navy? Is the answer, a sufficient Navy? If
so may I ask, what is a sufficient Navy? Unless we are ap-
prised of the dangers reasonably to be apprehended, how can
we (etermine the size of the Navy required to repel those
dangers? A few days ago one of our admirals testified be-
fore the Committee on Naval Affairs. His testimony appears
in the hearings. He testified somewhat after this fashion, that
whatever may be the extent of our naval construction, it will
not be equal o the Navy needs. Further, that now is the appro-
priate time for this country to make the suggested enhancements
and enlargements, because the world expects us to take this
action. And still further, that there never has been any period
in the history of the United States when our country needed
greater naval preparation than at this good hour. There are
three statements of fact involved in this testimony that every
man on this floor, I believe, will instantly challenge.

The eryptic and mysterious utterances that come from time
to time from members of the high command, serve only to agi-
tate, confuse, and alarm the public mind. For the purposes
of intelligent action, we would like to have some definite recital
of facts to support the statements made by this witness, some
definite information afforded from which the Congress can de-
termine what ought to be done with respect to any emergency
likely to arise. [Applause.] I ask the Members on both sides
of the Chamber, intelligent and patriotic representatives of the
people who have shown throughout the dread emergency that
has confronted the country during the last two years, that there
was nothing that you were not prepared to do in support of the
public cause—I ask you, my colleagues, in view of that proud
and ineffaceable record of public achievement, if you are not
entitled to be told by your Naval Committee why it Is, that at
this time when our enemies are prostrate, we should increase
the public burdens in the name of national defense? YWhat
are the dangers that render necessary these prodigious prepa-
rations? [Appiause.] -

When the admiral referred to, stated that the world expected
us at this time to increase our Military and Naval Establish-
ment, upon what did he base that statement? Are we not en-
titled to know? If we look abroad to ascertain the facts re-
quired for intelligent action as representatives of the people,
what do we find? ;

England has deferred her naval program. Neither in France,
Italy, or Spain, do we find any lurking dangers, or any quicken-
ing activities that would cause anyone to conclude that this
country is so seriously endangered that our Navy must be en-
larged, and our standing Army increased. Germany is in sack-
cloth and ashes. Look to Japan, China, South America, take
in the whole circle of the world, and tell me where you find the
evidence of any present, or prospective preparation so extensive,
and so alarming, as to make it necessary for this Congress fo
proceed with feverish haste to establish new armaments in the
name of proper and adequate defense. The other governments
of the world are anxiously striving to bring about a reduction
of the burdens entailed by the war. The heaviest of these.
burdens are their overgrown military and naval establishments.
Why should those nations which are all agreed that armaments
must be reduced, expect us at this time to multiply our burdens,
to establish larger armies, and more powerful navies, unless our
country is in greater danger, than in the ante-bellum period?
It is not enough for this admiral to make the statements that he
did as a witness before the Naval Committee. He should com-
municate to that committee, and they in turn to us, the facts
upon which he based that statement. Again he declares that
at no time in our history has there been as great need for
preparation as at present. Against what menace is this pro-
posed preparation, this supplementary naval program intended
to protect us? Is it some alleged danger? Then what danger?
In what quarter is it reasonably to be apprehended?

What nation threatens us with naval activities likely to put
in jeopardy a single right, or a single interest of the American
people? Where are those activities to be found? A few days
ago the Scientific American—and surely no one will take that
journal as erring on the side of what is called little navyism—
stated in a leading editorial that to-day in dreadnaught power
this country is equal to that of any three nations in the world,
excepting England. The modern dreadnaught strength of the
United States as stated by that journal and nowhere denied, is
equal to that of Japan, France, and Italy combined. This being
so, where then is the danger reasonably likely to arise, and suf-
ficient in extent, to justify this Congress in hastily authorizing
the gigantic supplementary program proposed by this bill? The
naval program of 1916 was the most prodigious ever adopted
in any country at any time. Construction under this program
has hardly begun. Our present dreadnaught strength, includ-
ing three dreadnaughts practically, though not actually eomplete,
is 19 great battleships. The three nations I have recited, Japan,
France, and Italy, have 21 modern dreadnaughts.

The statement of the Scientific American in this connection
is as follows: “In the Scientific American of December 28,
1918, we made known the very gratifying fact, that with the
elimination of the German Navy, the United States Navy moved
into second place. We showed also that because our allies
lost many of their capital ships, and stopped work during the
war upon those they were bullding, our Navy is so strong a
second that it is equal in dreadnaught strength to the three
navies of France, Italy and Japan. The United States pos-
sesses 19 dreadnaughts, Japan 9, France 7, and Italy 5. We
found also that because of the superior gun power, armor pro-
tection, and displacement of our vessels, our 19 ships were fully
a match in strength and fighting power, -for the 21 ships of the
nations enumerated. Our total of 19 United States dread-
naughts was based on the statement of the chief constructor,
to a congressional committee to that effect.

“The end of the world war finds the allied powers war weary
and eager for relief from the burden of maintaining huge arma-
ments both on sea and land. Americans returning from the
other side, whether they be officers of the Army or Navy, or
civilians, tell us that all of our allies, now that the German
threat is gone, are prepared to make a pro rata reduction of
their armaments.”

Excluding England, the three nations just mentioned are the
three greatest naval powers of the world who may be treated
as our possible adversaries. But if our present bhattleship
strength is equal to that of these possible adversaries, and
these adversaries show no indications of activity in new
naval construction, are we justified at this time in burden-
ing our people, and alarming the world, by hastily authoriz-
ing the immense addition proposed to our present Navy? We
should deal with this situation as intelligent Representatives,
having in mind dangers reasonably to be apprehended, not mere
possibilities. Any nation, or combination of nations, may be
considered as a possible enemy, but we should not establish our
national policy upon a theory of possibilities. I am unable to
say, and no one in this body is able to say, what the future holds
in the way of possibilities. At some time in that unknown and
unexplored future it is possible that we may have to fight an
embattled world. Our possible adversaries may be England,
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France, Italy, Germany, rejuvenated Russia, Japan, and every
other free nation, and autoeratic government on earth. Who
can say? The combination of nations I have suggested, may
not be excluded as a possible adversary, but who would be willing
to vote money to establish and maintain a navy sufficient to
protect this eountry against so unlikely and remote a eombina-
tion? In the realm of speculation we mmay not be able to ex-
c¢lude the possibility of such a combination of adversaries, but
we would be all agreed that the likelihood of danger from such
a quarter, would be so remote that no sane man would concern
himself to provide against it.

Armies and navies, when not needed for the national defense,
are per se burdens, and are not to be voted lightly upon the
country. They should be established with exclusive regard for
internal and external safety. To the extent they exceed the
national requirements in either direction, they are merely mis-
chievous extravaganees. The determination of an appropriate
military and naval policy is a purely legislative funetion, and
should be determined, as other legislative problems, in the exer-
cise of our best judgment.

Mr. LONGWORTH. WIll the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Just for a question.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is the gentlemen familiar with the ca-
blegram recently sent by the President to certain Members of
the House?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I am not. Is the gentleman?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I happen fo be.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Very well, what of it?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I want to ask the gentleman whether he
thinks it makes for wise legislation that some Members of the
H(:[;SE should be in possession of certain information and others
no

Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. That inquiry has nothing what-
ever to do with the inquiry whether the policy proposed by this
bill is wise, or unwise. Coneede that the answer to your ques-

tlon should De no, and what then? The immediate inquiry that

eancerns the members of this committee, is whether in the dis- |
charge of our duty as prudent and discreet legislators we should |
follow the recommendations of the Naval Committee, and enact
the legislation which it recommends, If it is made eleur to us
that our national security requires the construetion of the ad-
ditional battleships, and eruisers proposed, then nothing re-
maing to be sald. The necessary eredits should be voted before
the rising of to-morrow’s sun. Salus reipublicae est suprema
lex. T have stated, Mr, Chairman, that looking the world over
to-day, and always execepting England, there is not a naval
power, viewing the nations in suecession as possible antagonists,
either singly, or in likely combination, that threatens, or
menaces the naval supremacy of the United States even on our

present basis of naval strength, and excluding the program of |

1916 which, in the main, remmains to be constructed. I admit
‘that with respect to our strength upon the high seas our Navy
as at present constituted, or even with the completed program
of 1916, would not be as powerful as the British grand fleet.

But it has never been proposed that our fleet should match the
British fleet. I am familiar with the arguments that have been
advanced in this body during the last 12 years, and during that
entire period it has always been maintained that in determining
the naval polley of the United States, we could always exclude
‘Great Britain as a factor in the problem. Both in the debates
in the House, and in the testimony before the committee, it has
been agreed that a proper building poliey for this country was in
no wise to be determined or affected by the extent of the English
netivities,

I quote again from that big Navy crgan, the Scientific Amer-
jean:

“We find that there is a practically unanimous conviction
that the strength of the British Navy is warranted by her
island position and the scattered condition of the British Em-
pire, and that it is sufficient that we should be a powerful
second. Particularly strong is this conviction among the officers
of the battle squadron which you recently reviewed on its return
from ecooperation with the British fleet in the North Sea.

“If there is anybody of expert opinion that is qualified to
Jjudge whether the British fleet is a menace to the peace of the
world, it is to be found surely, among these American officers,
who have spent a whole year with that fleet in the most inti-
mate intercourse and cooperation. They frankly express their
conviction that the British Navy is regarded both by ojcers and
civiliang of Great Britain as a purely protective foree, built up
and maintained for the sole purpose of keeping open the trade
routes between Great Britain and her widely-scattered colonies.

“The persistent advoeacy, even before the peace conference
has opened, of huge increasges in the United States Navy has
filled all thoughtful people, not merely among our allles, but
here in America, with amazement and deep-seated concern.”

I would like to be advised whether as one result of a war’
waged to free the world from the menace of an autocratie
power which sunk our ships, and murdered our citizens on the
high seas, a war in which we fought shoulder to shoulder with
Great Britain, and so fighting, won a glorious and never to be
forgotten vietory, we are to treat our whilom comrade as a

‘possible enemy, and viewing him, as we aforetime viewed Ger-

many, order our policy accordingly, and proceed to build battle-
ships upon a seale of surpassing magnitude in order to protect
this country against the menace of this new adversary. [Ap-

New ties have been established by the sorrows and the suffer-
ings of this war, jointly endured by the Anglo-Saxon nations.
I had fondly believed that the experiences of the fiery furnace
of trial through which we had jointly passed had served to draw
us more closely than ever to that mother race from which we
spring, and that the peace between the two nations which has
been unbroken for over a century now be fairly comsidered
as perpetual and infrangible. The burdens of this war are
surely heavy enough, without the suggestion that as another
outeome of this frightful strife, we must regard our only
English-speaking ally as a posgible enemy in the determination

' plause.]

- of our future naval policy.

If that is to be true, then assuredly the war has brought us
new burdens. In the effort to establish our security by the’
overthrow of the one power that menaced it, can it be that we
have succeeded in some mysterious fashion in placing the one
power that we have heretofore excluded from consideration in
all of our computations of naval comstruction, and all our
estimates of probable enemies, in the eategory of possible an-
tagonist, and for the future must consider her programs of
naval construction as ecarrying a possible menace to this coun-
try. Having fought as allies to destroy the menacing power of
autoeracy, must we now part company, and at this very time

i when the pseans of victory resound in our ears, begin with
| feverish haste to prepare for the day of eonflict with our whilom

| ally? If we exclude England from contemplation, as we have
excluded her during the last three decades, then what fleet, or
| fleets of possible adversaries, require us to establish this sup-
planentary program?

BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield for one quest.ion?

Mr SAUNDERS of Virginia. One guestion,

Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman recall the se-:ret treaty
entered inte between Great Britan and Japan that gave to
Japan the islands in the Pacific, some of them surrounding our
great naval base, in the last three years?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I suppose the implieation that
the gentleman intends to convey by that question is that this
country should construct its future fighting fleets with refer-
ence to Great Britain as a possible adversary. If his implica-
tion does not mean that, then what does it mean? If that is
what the Naval Committee, and the naval expeérts have in mind,
then they should be manly enough, and frank enough to say to
the American people that as one result of the great war, our
relations with Great Britain have been so altered that we must
reverse the attitude of the past, and so far from execluding that
country from the category of nations proper to be considered in
the determination of our building program, we must in the
future consider the menace of her fleet in ascertaining the num-
ber and strength of the ships required for adequate national
defense. If it is considered that a new factor has been pro-
jected into the problemr of national security, and if that factor ~
is the menace of England’s fleet, then that fact should be plainly
announced so that the Congress may act inteiligently, and reach
its own conelusions upon the necessity for this supplementary
program. The eryptic and mysterious intimations of the gen-
tleman from Illinois are not enlightening. Give us the faets,
so that we may act advisedly, and intelligently. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of the situa-
tion——

Mr, KCLLEY of Michigan, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I prefer not to yield at this

[ time, if the gentleman will wait until I finish the statement of

what I now have in mind.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I was rather interested in sug-
gesting one question to the gentleman. ;

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.  Well, I will yield. £

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. My recollection is that the gentle-
man from Virginia in the past has generally had great faith
that Ameriea never would need even the Navy we have now.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I have always favored a Navy
sufficient to protect this country against all dangers reasonably
to be apprehended.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Beeause my recollection is that
the gentleman almost invariably voted against the increase in
the Navy.
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Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I have always been against
unreasonable and unnecessary increases.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Is the gentleman so sure of the
future, based upon his past prophecies, as to the needs of
America?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Far more sure.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Please state why the gentleman
now is—— :

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I will so state with a great
deal of pleasure. I have never favored a policy of nonresist-
ance either on the land, or the sea. I have always favored a
Navy that, so far as I could determine from my study of the
available authorities, the experts, if you choose to call them so,
would be equal to the Navy of any other country that could
reasonably be regarded as a menace to this country. Great
Britain was always excluded by the naval experts themselves
from the list of possible enemies,

Within the past few months the one country that really
threatened the peace of the world, the one country that has
been continually used by the naval expansionists to alarm
this country into voting for new construction on an extensive
scale, has been completely eliminated as a naval power. Her
entire fleet is in the hands of her adversaries, and at their
mercy. The present plan is to destroy every one of these ships.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. We are getting away from my
question.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Not at all. T am proceeding
to show you that our present Navy secures us against any
danger reasonably to be apprehended, and in that connection
I referred to the passing of Germany as a naval power. I have
given the figures of the combined dreadnaught strength of
France, Italy, and Japan. Is France a menace to this coun-
try? 1Is she bullding new navies? Are her yards humming
with new construction?

What of Italy? Do you really think that we need addl-
tional ships to protect our interests against danger from that
quarter? Does the naval strength of Japan alarm you? Is
she an adversary reasonably likely to attack this country? If
so, having in mind the relative strength of the navies of Japan,
and the United States, what do you imagine would be the out-
come of a naval war between this country, and the island em-
pire? How and in what way does the navy of Japan menace
the peace and security of the United States? [Applause.]

You ask me what I have to say with respect to my attitude in
the past. I can answer in a few words.

I would not retract a single vote that I have cast on the
naval programs. I was against the naval program of 1916,
holding that it was not needed for the national defense. Subse-
quent events have vindicated that attitude. If not a single great
ship had ever been built under that program, and none so far
has been constructed, this war would have been won, just as
it has been won, If the ships provided by that program had
been in being, and ready to go to sea when war was declared, I
mean the great battleships, they could not have been used.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. We would not have won it.

Mr. SAUNDERS o? Virginin. We helped to win it. I am
discussing our contribution to the war. It was a material con-
tribution but not in the form of battleships.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Is the gentleman willing that we
should always accept the assistance of others?

Alr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. We did not require assistance,
We went to the assistance of others, with torpedo boats, mine
sweepers, and light cruisers, not with battleships. Upon what
theory do we build a Navy? Why upon the theory that it is
needed for the maintenance of our safety and interests. We
have never undertaken to build a Navy as great as that of Great
Britain, for the simple reason that it has never been considered
that our interests required a Navy of that size.

The naval program contemplated by the act of 1916 has
played no part whatsoever in the present war, for the simple
reason that it has never come into being. With Germany
eliminated we may safely omit the construection of much of
that program, not to speak of the supplementary program pro-
vided in this bill. We played a notable part in the recent war,
but it was with our lighter ships that were on hand when war
was declared. To these should be added the ships completed
during the progress of the war, the destroyers, submarines,
mine layers, mine sweepers, and other small eraft.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Did the gentleman vote for any
of the warships or battleships that are now in the water?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Oh, yes.

Alr. KELLEY of Michigan. How many of them?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginin. I do not know. I ecan not
say. You do not Enow in the aggregate how many you voted
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for. [Laughter.] In all likelihood when you voted for four, I
voted for two, and when you voted for two, I voted for one,
Possibly there were oceaslons when I did not consider that any
additional construction was needed, having in mind the ships in
being, and the additional ships that had been provided for in
previous authorizations.

But at all times I had in mind to provide our country with
an adequate Navy, cne that would be sufficient to make her se- °
cure against all dangers reasonably to be apprehended. No
vote that any so-called little navy man has cast in the last
decade has left our country unprepared to play an adequate part
in the recent hostilities. The little navy men so called have fa-
vored a larger construction of submarines, torpedo boats and
swift cruisers, and fewer great dreadnaughts. Our material
contribution to the recent maval war was in the way of small
craft, not in ponderous and expensive battleships. The heavy
ships never went into action, many of them never went across.
Our present dreadnaught strength is ample for our adequate
protection against the dreadnaught strength of other nations,
always excluding England. Should the other nations begin new
programs of dreadnaught or other naval construction, I rather
fancy that we can build as fast as they can.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. In other words, won by the
strength of other powers.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Not at all. It was won with
our help, but not with our dreadnaughts. The bulk of these-
great ships swung idly at their anchors on this side of the
Atlantic. Our dreadnaughts were not needed, for the simple
reason that England’'s supply was more than sufficient. I ask
again, who, and where are the adversaries that we are supposed
to be arming against? If conditions are such that more ships
are not needed for national defense, is it suggested that this body
in a merely grandiose spirit shall impose upon the American peo-
ple burdens that will soon amount to a thousand millions of dol-

lars a year for the maintenance of the Navy, not to speak of the °

cost of construction. Certainly I do not favor such a policy. I
am in favor of building as large an American Navy as our inter-
ests, and just considerations of urgency require.

Now tell me how large that Navy should be? What is your
test, what is your standard. If we had potential enemies when
this war began, assuredly the most menacing and dangerous
of those enemies has been desiroyed. Does the fact of his
elimination render us less, or more secure? If we are more
secure, why new armaments on an expanding scale? Suppose
the present war had been confined to a death grapple on the high
seas between this country and Germany. Does anyone on this
floor, knowing the facts in reference to the strength of the pres-
ent American Navy, doubt that we would have emerged as vie-
tors from that strife? :

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to weary the House with
unnecessary details. I would not object to this naval program
if it were merely a fantastic conception dealing with fantastic
and unreal dangers and not requiring action on our part, or cail-
ing for vast sums of money. Not at all. The gentlemen might
dream their dreams undisturbed. But I know full well that the
burden proposed to be laid upon this country for armaments, first
for a Navy of the minimum size proposed by the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Kerrey], and second for an Army of the mini-
num size proposed by our General Staff, will retard our national
development, will withdraw countless thousands of men from
useful and productive activities, and will erect obstructing bar-
riers in the way of the full enjoyment of life and liberty,.
and the pursuit of happiness by the American people. [Ap-
plause.]

I am asking you, gentlemen of the committee, to point out the
necessity for this program, and if you can establish that neces-
sity, I will join you as an ally, and fight under your banner.

When war was in progress, no one voted more willingly than
I did for the legislation that was necessary for the maintenance
of American interests and the winning of the war. No man in
this House voted more readily than I did, for the imposition of
the burdens that this country will carry to remote generations,
but I was moved to this action by the fact that the success of the
American cause depended upon the funds that this legislation
afforded. I am as ready as any Member of this body on either
side of the House to do whatever may be necessary for American -
security, American rights, and American interests. I would not
hesitate for one moment to vote for this program, if it was essen-
tial to our security and the maintenance of our vital interests.
But I ask the Naval Committee to tell us something more than
it has told us in the elaborate report which it has filed.

The report tells that “an adequate Navy is necessary.”
Tlhat sileds a great light upon the situation, does it not [Ap-
plause. \




2826

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 6,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.
Mr. MoCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may proceed for five minutes more.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of general debate has been lm-
ited by the House.
Mr. PADGETT. I can not agree to an extension of the time,
. The House has fixed the time, and the committee can mot ex-
tend it; but I will yield five minutes to the genileman out of
my time.
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I thank the gentleman.
The CHAIRMAN.

. The gentleman from Virginia is recog- |

nized for five minutes more.

‘Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I maintain this
proposition, that an intelligent program of national defense
must be directed by intelligence, and that no one can act intelli-
gently unless he has the information necessary for action.
No one can determine what an appropriate military and naval
program should be, unless he is put in possession of all of the
‘necessary facts. I take it that In the determination of
a national policy we should not be controlled by the am-
biguous, not to say unintelligible assertion, that our country
needs an adequate Navy. This body is as competent to act
intelligently upon the whole facts as the committee. In this
connection I desire to call the attention of the House to the
fact that according to the contention of the naval experts, we
are $700,000,000 short of an adequate Navy. If the House is
expected to follow the experts, the question may well be asked,
Why did not the committee follow them? These experts gave
their judgment as to what was needed for an adequate Navy,
and fixed it at §1,414,064,000.15.

With great apparent satisfaction the committee calls atten- |

tion to the fact that the Secretary of the Navy, who himself is
not an expert, reduced the estimate for the program submitted
by the maval experts by several hundred millions of dollars,

Proceeding further, the committee, a nonexpert body, have re- |

duced the figures of the nonexpert Secretary of the Navy, and
reported a bill that is over $650,000,000 short of the amount
required to provide adequate naval protection, in the judgment
of the naval experts. Does the eommittee think that the bill
which they report, and which flouts the recommendations of the
Secretary of the Navy and of the naval experts, will afford the
country a really adequate Navy? If the committee can reduce
the recommendations of the experts over $650,000,000 may not
the Members of this House, in the* exercise of an intelligent
-judgment, effect a further reduction in this gigantic bill, and

'still afford the country adequate protection? [Applause.] Are.

| we not entitled, as custodians of American interests, to use a
| like diseretion to that used by the members of the eommittee?
| [Applause.]
Mr. Chairman, T will submit one final request, and that is that
in the course of this debate some one gentleman, speaking
| for the committee, will tell us what are the dangers reasonably
| to be apprehended by this country, and against which we must
| prepare on the tremendous scale proposed, and if this spokesman
| ean not tell us what are the dangers reasonably to be appre-
{ hended, will he at least advise us as to the cloud shapes of
danger that rear their turbulent and menacing heads above the
rim of the horizon of the future? That much at least, we are
entitled to know. [Applanse.]
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has again expired.
Mr. PADGETT., Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Wirsox]. ;
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for 15 minutes,

[Mr. WILSON of Texas addressed the committee. See Ap-
pendix.]

During the delivery of the speech of Mr. WirsoN of Texas
favoring the proposed three-year naval building program, and
while discussing the telegram from the President in which he
recommended the authorization of such program, the following
transpired :

°  Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Now, will the gentleman yield
for a question right there?
“Mr. WILSON of Texas. Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. On the day that the President's
telegram was made public in the United States he made a speech
in the French Chamber of Deputies in Paris in which he con-
gratulated the deputies there assemibled and the world that
there would now be a diminution of armaments throughout the
world, relieving the people of that great burden. Now, as a
Member of this House, I want to know his impelling reason—
why at the same time he is congratulating the rest of the world

that they could disarm he should be urging us to arm? Can
the gentleman give us the reason for that?

Mr. WILSON of Texas. In order that the speech of the Presi-
dent be not misconstrued, I am going to ask permission now to
print it in full in to-day’s REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks leave to extend his
remarks as indicated. Is there any objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILSON of Texas. Our President needs no defense from
anyone, but, since this question is raised, it is proper that his
speech should go into the Recorp while we are considering this
bill, in order that it may be reconciled with his recommendation
by gentlemen who want to, and in order that excerpts from it
may not be taken and used by anyone to create confusion and
misunderstanding and the impression that the President is not
consistent. The speech was made in the Chamber of Deputies
at Paris the 3d day of this month, with official France present,
the Associated Press dispatch, including the speech, being as

follows:
Parts, February 3.

President Wilson this evening delivered an address in the Cha

mber
of utles, harlng:nsi.nnditom FPresident Poincare, the presidents of the
Cha T and the te and large numbers of members of both Houses
of nt and the personnel of the French cabinet.

The President was accompanied to the Palais Bourbon by President
Foin who called for him at the Murat mansion. Premier Clemencean
and M. bost, gpeaker of the Senate, also were in the party.

Military honors were rendered by the republican guard, resplendent
in new uniforms and their full regalia. The presidential party entered
the Chamber amid a-fanfare of bugles and the rolling of drums

Mrs., Wilson, . Poineare, and nel i
presidential gallery. el had seats in the

CHEER FOR FIVE MINUTES,
As President Wilson rose and walked toward
step, the deputies, senators, and others rose m%mu:n‘al%;l;:dﬁ
for fully fiye minutes. The audience insisted on hearing the President's
address standing. M. Poincare, Clemenceau, and Dubost also gtood. is
seemed to embarrass President Wilson, who made gestures that the
ngiu rie;lﬁIg seated, but they shouted: * Standing! We will hear
President Jluonmrnedmﬂ.bml,b:ggm him to reques
m deputies -blermﬁatad, but tge m:;t ‘ﬁlso (h:e ntieroshruggédt?:ﬁ
ulders, as elpless, an gan
which gained force as he ed & e ol

‘There was a ripple of applause mow and then as he wa s;)en
but the majority of the deputies and senators were unable to ?m mkt:fi.l:gi
Egnsm&tau: the l‘nth}}hslam Mgmot hllieak out until the inter-
preter i en and senat

to their fs ent Wilson spoke as follows : TrreRTS full went

PREBIDENT'S SPEECH.

“1am aware of the unusual and distinguished honor yon are
paying me by permitting me to meet you in this place and to nddress
you from 8 historic platform.

* Indeed, sir, as day has followed day and week has followed week in

itable land of France I have felt the sense of comradeship ever
become more and more in , and it has seemed to me that the
making of was_ beco singularly clear.

*We knew ore_this war n that France and America were
united in affection. We krew the occasions which drew the two nations
together in thuse years, which now seem so far away, when the world
was first beghnﬂ? to thrill with the impulse of human liberty, when
the soldiers of France came to help stn:fgllng little lg-: ublie
of America to get on its feet and proclaim one of the first ﬂctm-ll)

om,
“ We had never forgotten that, but we did not see the full meaning
of it. A hundred years and more went by and the spindles were slowly
weaving the web of history. We dld not see it to be complete, the
whole of the design to be made plain.

DIVERGING LINES MEET,

* Now, look what has happened. Ia that far-off day when France cama
1o the assistance of " was fighting éreat Britain, And
now she is linked as closely to Great Britain as she is to France. We
see now how these a tly diver, lines of history are coming
together. The nations which once s in battle array against one
another are mow shoulder to shonlder ﬂglting A common enemy.

*“1t was a long time before we saw that, and in the last four years
something has happened that is unprecedented in the histor
kind. It is noth :ﬁ less than this—that bodies of men on both sides
of the sea and in parts of the world have come to realize their com-
radeship in freedom. -

o ce in the meantime, as we have so often said, stood at the
frontier of freedom. Her lines lay along the very lines that divided
the home of freedom from the home of military despotism. Iers was

iate Hers . was the constant dread. Hers was the

most pressing necessity of tpreg)mﬂon. and she had constantly to ask

herse thits' question: *If the blow falls, who will come to our
ce

“And the question was answered in the most unexpected way.
allies came to her assistance, but many more than her allies.
1ree people of the world came to her assistance,

AMERICA PAYS HER DEBT,

“And in this way America pald her debt of gratitude to France by

send her sons to fight upon the soil of France. She did more. She

in drawing the forces of the world together in order that France
mig‘ht never again feel her isolation; in order that France might never
feel that hers was a lonely peril, and would never again have to ask
the S.l.;esﬂon who would come to her assistance.

* For the alternative i{s a terrible alternative for France. I do not
need to point out to yov that east of you in Europe the future is full
of question. Beyond the Rhine, across Germany, across Poland, across
Russia, across Asia, there are questions unanswered, and they may be
for the present unanswerable,

“ France still stands at the frontier.

es of

of ‘man-

Her
The

France still stands in the pres-

ence of those threatening and unanswered questions—threatening be-
cause unanswered; stands walting for the solution of matters whbich
touch her directly and intimately and constantly ; and if she must staud
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alone, what must she do? She mast put upon her people a constant
burden of taxation. She must undergo sacrifice that may bLecome in-
tolerable.

NATIONS MUST BE READY.

“And nof only she but the other nations of the world must do the
like. They must be ready for any terrible incident of injustice. The
thing is not inconceivable.

“ ] visited the other da,
I saw the noble city of
to myself, * Here is where the blow fell, because the rulers of t
did not sooner see how to Prmnt it

“The rulers of the world have been thinking of the relations of gov-
ernments and forgetting the relations of peoples. They have been think-
ing of the maneuvers of international dealings, when what they onght to
have been thinking of was the fortunes of men and women and the
gafety of home and the care that they should take that their people
ghould be happy because they were safe,

“They know that the only way to do this is to make it certain that
the same thing will not always happen that has happened this time,
that there never shall be any doubt or walting er surmise, but that
whenever France or any free people is threatened the whole world will
be ready to vindleate its liberty. :

“ 1t {s for that reason, I take ft, that I find such a warm and intelll-
gent enthusiasm in France for the soeiety of natlons—I'rance with her
keen vision, France with her prophetic vision.

IS5 MANKIND'S NEED.

“ It seems to be not only the meed of France, but the need of man-
kind. And France sees the sacrifices which are necessary for the estab-
lishment of the society of nations are not to be compared with the
constant dread of another catastrophe falling on the fair cities and
areas of France.

“There was n no more beauliful country. There was a no more
prosperous country. There was a ne more free-spirited people. All the
world had admired France, and none of the world grudged France her

satness and her prosperity except those who grudged her liberty and

r prosperity. And it has profited us, terribly as the cost has been, to
witoess what has happened, to see with the physical eye what has hap-
pened. becanse injustice was wrought.

“The president of the chamber has pictured, as I can not plcture, the
appalling sufferings, the terrible tragedy of Franee, but it is a tragedy
which could not be repeated. As the pattern of history has disclosed
itself It has disclosed the hearts of men drawing toward one another.
Comradeships have become vivid. The purpose of assoclation has
become evident.

a Porllon of the devastated region of France.
eims in ruins, and I could not helg ﬂyhﬁ
¢ WOr

BEROTHERIIOOD PLAN NEARS.

“The nations of the world are about to consummate a Lrotherhood
which will make It unnectssary in the future-to maintain those crush-
ing armaments which make the peoples suffer almost as much in peace

as the{ suffered in war.

“ When the soldiers of America crossed the ocean they did not brin
with them merely their arms. They brought with them a very vivi
conception of France. They landed upon the soil of France with
qglckened palses. They knew that they had come to do a thing which
the heart of Ameriea had long wished to do. When Gen. ershing
stood at the tomb of Lafayette and said, *Lafayette, we are here!’ it
was as if he had said, * Lafayette, here Is the completion of the great
story whose first chapters you assisted to write.’

“ The world has seen the t plot worked out, and now the people
of France may rest assured t thelr prosperity is secure because their
homes are secure; and men everywhere not only wish her safety and
prosperity, but are ready to assure her that with all the force and

wealth at thelr command ihey will gnnrantee her security and safety.
‘“Ho, as we sit from day to day at the Quai d'Orsay, I think to
mysell we might, If we could gain an andience of the peoples of

of Gen, Pershing and say, * Friends, men,
n, we are here; we are here as your
friends, as your pions, as your representatives. We have come
to work out for you a world which is fit to live in and in which all
eountries can e;‘m'y the heritage of lberty for which France and
America and En d and Italy have paid so dear.,”™

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House,
I do not knew that I shall consume all of the 20 minutes. I
thought it proper to refer to some matters adverted to hereto-
fore. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sauxpers] referred
to the chaotie condition in Russia and in Germany, the dis-
integration of Turkey, and we read in the papers about the
spread of bolshevism, the breakdown of organized government,
and the weakness and inability there of constituted authority
to maintain peace and order amd international relations and
international obligations.

T readily concede that a condition almost of chaos and anarchy
exists in all that great part of the world, involving many hun-
dreds of millions of people. And as I stand before you I ask
you seriously and solemnly in the face of that condition, in-
volving one-half of the population of the world, Are we not
going to look at our preparation, are we going to turn our backs
to the past, and close our eyes to the future and make our ears
deaf to any suggestion that the great people of the United States
do not desire, purpose, or intend to make themselves a protec-
torate of any other country of the world?

1We have n condition to-day and for the future that is different
from what it has ever been before. It is true we have the same
great coast line on two oceans, extending for thousands of miles;
we have great cities, with disturbed and uncertain eonditions

the world, adopt the lan,
humble women. little cﬂfm

abroad; -we have resting on us the obligations as to our in-.

.ternational dutiés;-a responsibility  to ' our: citizens when they

1

dravel abread; we have: it to maintain i toward the- citizens of '
‘other eountries that may come here. ' With ‘all of these diversi-
fied duties and obligations mingled and mixed with all these

conditions, T repeat, Is there not o us in the very suggestion
of the gentleman a duty that we shall not neglect our own pro-
tection and our own eare? [Applause.] v

Again, T want to call attention to the fact, and I want te
make it plain, that we are not building against any natlon; we
are building for the United States—mnot that we loved Ceasar
less, but that we love Rome meore; or, if I may bring it down
from the expression of ancient days, we are not preparing
against any nation toward which we entertain eor maintain
any spirit of hostility er enmity, but looking with love, with
patriotic devotion to the great and diversified interests of the
United States, prompted by a desire to preserve and be rendy
at all times to protect the interests of the United States. It is
our couniry that we love, and no other country do we hate.
That is the purpose and the spirit and the intent that has
moved the Committec on Naval Affairs in submitting to you
for your consideration and asking your approval of the pro-
posals that are contained in this bill. T believe that we ean
address it to your intelligence, to your judgment, and to your
patriotism, and spurn to appeal to any sense of enmity, il will,
or jealousy of any other country in the world.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt there
with & single question?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. &

Mr. McCORMICK. How does this plan cemport with that
one of the I4 peints whiclhi proposes the reduction of arma-
ments to the lowest point consistent with domestic security?

Mr. PADGETT. I will be very glad te answer that, and I
want here to pay tribute to my confidence and my firm belief
and conviction in the sincerity of our President, who is abroad,
laboring to accomplish, if it can be done, that resnlt. [Applause
on Demoeratic side.] Yet, let me say that when the President
stood in yonder place and spoke to the Senate and the House
he used this language:

I earnestly re d interr
tinued n:?a{progmm. Izh:'ould- eleagfvtegepmotg:hé: fc? Ege:fp?g
adjust our programs te a future world policy yet nundetermined.

I do not know what is going to come out of the league of na-
tions; I do not know what is going to issue out of the conten-
tion and the work fo bring about a disarmament; but I do know
that if there is any league of natiens established that that na-
tion which has a predominant sea power will exercise a pre-
dominant influence and eonitrol in that league, and I do know
that I want the United States to be able, for her dignity, for
her honor, for her glory, and for the performance of her inter-
national duties and obligations, to be prepared to make in that
league of nations a contribution equal to that of any other coun-
try, so that in the partnership we will be an equal partner and
not. a- minority stockholder. Let us faee the issue fair and
square. It brings me back to the statement I made a moment
ago. With our great merchant marine, with our seacoast, with
the transformation ef the financial eenters of the world, and
all these duties and obligations that rest upon us, I want the eon-
tribution of the United States to equal that of any other country.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire the gentleman from
Tennessee to set me straight, as he has often done heretofore on
other matters, about one matter to whieh I desire to direet his
attention. I am somewhat eonfused. I have heard the chair-
man of the committee speak of the necessity of increasing our
armament to a certain size because of our extensive sea horders,
That seems to be in conflict with what the President of the
United States said when he opened the convention abroad, be-
cause the President is then reported to have spoken as follows:

In a sense the United States is less interested in this subject than the
other nations here assembled. With her great territory and her exten-
sive sea borders, it is less likely that the United States should suffer
from the attack of enemies than that other nations should suffer.

I can not understand that.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I shall answer the question
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania as I understand it. I do
not think the President meant to be understood that with a long
seacoast we are not lable to be attacked.

Mr. BUTLER. I could not tell about that. T simply read
what the President said, and at the time it impressed me as a
contradietion of our views in recommending the naval program,

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think the President is to be under-
stood as meaning what the words there, as the gentleman has
submitted them, may be interpreted to mean.

Mr. BUTLER. I ean net understand it. He says with our
great territory——

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUTLER., Oh, I amn not doing this for the purpose of in
any way criticizing anything that the President may have said.-
I do not quite understand it— i P

With her great territory and her extensive sea borders, it is less
likely that the United States shouid suffer from the attack of encmiea
than that other nations should suffer,
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Mr. PADGETT. I could not answer that. I do not know
whether that is a correct quotation of what the President said.
I do not know the connection in which it was said, but there
is one thing certain and that is that with the great seacoast
we have, we all know that in time of war it would be an ex-
posure to danger.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. McCORMICK. A moment ago the chairman of the com-
mittee suggested, as I understood him, that the power which
possessed the greatest fleet would dominate the councils of the
league of nations to enforce peace—not that power which had
the greatest population or whose cause was the most just, but
that which had the greatest armament, If that be true, Mr.
Chairman, does not the gentleman from Tennessee suggest that
the league of nations to enforce peace is an invitation to arm in
order that you may have assets to control its deliberations
and to determine the decision of the “ justicable disputes”?

Mr. PADGETT. I know that there are itwo phases of the
question, and it is assumed that in the league it may rightly
be assumed that in many phases of it the idea advanced by
the gentleman would be the predominant idea, but there are——

Mr. McCORMICK. But the idea was advanced by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee that if you would be heard and ecarry
weight within the league you must arm.

Mr. PADGETT. I know this to be true, that in every com-
bination of human energy and human effort, in stock companies,
in banks, in corporations, and all sorts of organizations the
fellow who is the majority stockholder exercises the power and
the influence. I know another thing, that in the big States of
the Union there is influence that counts, and I would. suppose
that in the league of nations, if in the frailty of human nature,
in the weakness or in the heat of passion, there should come a
decision in that league, the gentleman would not want the
United States to be a minority stockholder or to be under the

| protectorate of some other country.

Mr. BUTLER. But we do not want to hold all the stock.

Mr. McCORMICK. The President suggested it is to be a peace
of the common man and not of the majority stockholders.

. Mr. PADGETT. We want the United States as one of the
common stockholders to own an equal share with others. Now,
then, another matter I want to call attention to is this, that
the Navy is the proper, logical, and sensible defense of the
United States, Separated as we are from other countries with
an ocean on either side, a Navy upon the high seas protects us
from an army coming upon our shores, and as long as we have a
Navy we can dispense with an Army. I am not going to con-
sume the time of this committee in attempting to recite the
splendid performance of our Navy in this last war. It is known
of all; it is approved of all; it is a source of pride, satisfaction,
and glory to the American people. My friends, one other
thought: Let us be consistent; let us pursue the policy that we

| adopted in 1916 of not building haphazard, but to look at a pro-

| gram embracing several years and live up to it and meet the

, duties and the obligations that rest upon us.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. I will.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the present existing pro-
gram, the yards will not be able to complete it for three years?

Mr. PADGETT. That has been our contention all along.

Mr. STAFFORD. Now, we are proposing a program that can
not take any form until three years in the future?

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, no.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 mean as far as building is concerned?
~ Mr. PADGETT. No; we can lay down two of each type of
ghip along about next May of the fiscal year for which we are
providing,

Mr. STAFFORD. My information was that nothing could be
done for at least two and mayhap three years in the future?

Mr, PADGETT. No. We can begin the laying down of them
in the latter part of the fiscal year for tvhich we provide.

Mr. STAFFORD. When is it contemplated that this program
will be completed ?

Mr. PADGETT. It will take about seven years, and I will
explain that to the gentleman.

Mr. STAFFORD. Congress is not intended to be in adjourn-
ment during that period, is it?

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Let me finish this, This is a three-year
program for 10 battleships and 10 scout cruisers, and it is sug-
gested in the bill that during the first fiscal year of the three
we start the construction of two battleships and two scout cruis-
ers. It will take not less than three years to complete those.
In the second-year program they would start four battleships
and four scout cruisers. It would take three years from the

starting of them to finish the battleships. That would run it
for four years. Then you take the next one, the third year you
start them; you take the remaining four battleships and re-
maining four scout cruisers and it will take three years to com-
plete the battleships. That runs it up to six years, but as we
do not begin them until in 1920 it would run until 1926 before
they were completed, and this authorization we made of $412 -
000,000 would be distributed and divided up in the seven years
in which construction would be carried on.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired ;
all time has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

GENERAL EXPENSES. 1 ] ¥

The Secretary of the Navy shall send to Congress at the b inning
of its next regular session a complete schedule or list showeﬁm th
amount of money of all lpad{ and for all allowances for each grade of
officers in the Navy, including retired officers, and for all officers. in-
cluded in this act and for all enlisted men so included.

Mr. LONDON. . Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
gnax:imous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objec-

on? >

AMr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object—
and I do not propose to object—but I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from Tennessee whether the gentleman proposes to allow
during consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule
general discussion of the naval policy, with extensions of time,
when any Member takes the floor? .

Mr. PADGETT. I have no objection to n reasonable exten-

‘sion of time for the purpose of discussing the matters in the

bill, but I do not want to extend time with reference to outside
matters that do not relate to the bill. Is the gentleman going
to discuss the bill? :

AMr. LONDON. I will discuss the policy—the naval policy.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. 4

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to revise and ex-
tend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, we have before us a bill ap-
propriating for the purposes of the Navy a sum of money which
only a short time ago was considered sufficient for all the pur-
poses of the Government, a sum of money larger than the total
annual prewar appropriations of all European countries com-
bined. e are asked to impose upon the people this heavy bur-
den after the war has been won.

We thought we were through with the world crisis. We were
evidently mistaken. It looks as if the armies and navies of the
allies have won the war, but as if the people have lost the war.
Instead of general rejoicings such as one would expect after
the conclusion of a great struggle there is fear, restlessness, un-
certainty, and anxiety—anxiety as to the present and anxiety as
to the future. I shall attempt to explain it. Itis a sad fact that
this country has had no definite international policy and that it
has none now. This is certainly true as far as the two political
parties—the Republican and the Democratic Parties—are con-
cerned. -

In 1916 the majority party in Congress was elected on a
platform of “ He kept us out of war.” The charge has been
made by Republicans since that the Democrats were insincere
in 1916. But the Republicans had nothing to offer in 1916.
They knew then that there was a Kaiser in Germany. They
knew then that Belgium had been invaded in 1914. They, the
Republicans, did not demand in 1916 that the country enter the
war. On the contrary, they sought to avold the issue of war.
When pressed for an answer to the question, * What would
you have done?” the presidential candidate of the Republican
Party finally picked up enough courage and declared that he
would have taken possession of the German ships interned in
Ameriean harbors. That was as far as he would go.

About six weeks before the country declared war the Presi-
dent had asked for armed neutrality. If you will read the
speeches delivered during the discussion of the armed-neu-
trality bill you will find that almost every man who spoke for
it argued that it was sure to keep us out of war. Everybody
professed anxiety that the country be kept out of war., That
was in the beginning of March of 1917. The armed-neutrality
bill failed of passage in the Senate.

In April Congress declared war by an overwhelming majority.
The legal ground was the invasion of the right of Americans to
travel on the seas without danger to their lives. Amerieca's
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right to freedom of the seas had been invaded. During a
short address which I delivered in February, 1917, I asked this
question: “ What will the United States win if it wins the war?
Italy will get ‘Italin Irredente,’ France will get Alsace-Lor-
raine, Russia will get Constantinople; Germany, if she wins,
+will have destroyed n great commercial rival; England, if she
wins, will suneceeed in strengthening her world empire. What
will the United States win if we win?” The answer was that
we would win the right to unmolested travel on the seas in the
next war, because in peace times that right was not disturbed.

As things stand now, the very phrase “ freedom of the seas”
is yet to be interpreted. Immediately after the declaration of
war there was a general feeling that the fight for the right to
travel on the seas unmolested during the time of war, and for
that only, would not appeal to the heart of the American people.
So new slogans were created. I do not say that they were
created dishonestly. On the contrary, I do wish the President
of the United States success in his work. I believe that he is
right in being where he is now, trying to get the best he can
for America and humanity out of this crisis. [Applause.] I
am not saying it in criticism. I would readily give my life to
promote the things he has announced he stands for,

The truth is that he has more loyal and genuine support in
the soclalist movement of the world than among the tories and
plutocrats and munition manufacturers of KEurope and of
America. There is no doubt about that. I know you would not
have the courage to appland that statement, because there is
too mueh truth in it. But it is a fact anyway.

The President announced a new slogan, “ We will make the
world safe for democracy; we will try to get rid of the Kaiser
and do away with autocracy.” Of course, the country knew that
at one time there was a Czar in Russia, and the Czar of Russia
was not a bit better than the Emperor of Germany. The country
Iknew that there was a Sultan in Turkey, and no effort was made
to democratize his pecunliar institutions. But the slogan was
proclaimed, * We are going to make the world safe from the
evils of autocracy.”

Well, that was not strong enough. Then the President and all
other statesmen came out with the slogan, “ We are going to
make this the last war.” Mothers were told that their boys
were being sent across to France so as to make this the last war.
This did appeal to the hearts and souls of men. And the most
radical of radicals, the most extreme of extreme Socialists and
revolutionists said, *“ Oh, yes; that-is something worth while
fighting for. We will make this the last war.” And, as I pointed
out in my speech in Janunary, 1918, the President’s 14 points—
which, by the way, were prociaimed by the entire press of the
country as a new Sermon on the Mount, a new and noble code of
international ethics—there was not a Republican newspaper
that criticized those 14 points. On the contrary, the custom
was then to praise anything that the President said as the
greatest and the grandest and the profoundest thing that has
ever been said by any human being. And those 14 points were
proclaimed to be the wisest thing that ever eame from the brain
or lips of man. I started out to say that in a speech which I
delivered on the floor of this House on the 11th of January, 1918,
I pointed out the fact that these 14 points were in substancc
the 15 points presented by the revolutionary movement of Russia.

We are now told that these 14 points are not what we have
been fighting for.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection?
 Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, reserving the right to
object, I would like to know at the outset of the consideration
‘of the bill under the five-minute rule what is to be the policy
of the chairman as to the consideration of the bill and how
long it is his intention to run to-night?

Mr. PADGETT. I announced this morning that I want to
finish the bill by te-morrow night, and I want to run as late
to-night as necessary, and see if we can finish it to-morrow.

Mr. STAFFORD. If that is the policy, if you are going to
allow everybody unlimited time under the five-minute rule, you
could run until midnight to-night and to-morrow night and
not finish the bill. I do not think it is fair to the membership
to grant these unlimited extensions of time.

Mr PADGETT. I will have to object.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We can stay here until mid-
night. I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mi. PADGETT. I will not object now, but let me say that
hereafter I will object.

My, DIES. I want to say to the chairman, before he makes
that statement, that I have not taken up any time heretofore in

the debate, but I shall want 10 minutes as soon as the gentle-
man gets through,

Mr, PADGETT. On the bill itself?

Mr. DIES. Yes; on the bill itself.

Mr. PADGETT. I am willing to allow full discussion on the
bill itself.

Mr. BUTLER. On the bill and on the policy involved.

Mr. DIES. Otherwise I may make a number of five-minute
speeches. But if I can get 10 minutes I think in that time I
can get out of my system what I have to say. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes more.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, many of our statesmen are *
now opposed to the very things that the President has informed
the world this counfry stands for; the very things on which
he bases his appeal to the conscience of the world—disarma-
ment, the doing away with conscription, the establishment of
some arrangement among the nations of the world which will
substitute moral force or, in the worst stage, the economic boy-
cott for physical force. These very things are repudiated as
visionary. A league of nations may be impracticable; it may
be impossible of immediate realization. But the effort should
be made by thinking men. The moral appeal of the President
to the world is strong, and yet in this country the big moral
principle, that new ethical code that he proclaims to the world,
is ridiculed as nebulous and absurd.

What remains? There remains a war that has been won by
the armies and the navies, not by the people. The people have
been fighting for disarmament. They can not get that. The
statesmen say it is not worth while. The people have been
fighting for a world federatlon. The statesmen say it is not
worth ‘while—that it is a joke; that it is not worth trying. There
is a lack of a definite international policy. There is a lack of
support for the President who speaks in behalf of the people,
He has plenty of difficulties over there. The secret treaties, the
existence of which has heretofore been patriotically denied, are
now made the basis of conflicting claims. -

The old-style statesmanship is bankrupt.

The Washington Post credits Sir Arthur Balfour, foreign see-
retary of Great Britain, with the statement that pacts entered
into by the nations will not be affected by the constitution of
the league of nations. In other words, all the sinister schemes
involving the spoliation of territory, seeret treaties—treaties to
which neither the people nor the Government of the United
States was a party—wlill stand, in spite of the league of nations,

They may give you a new phrase; they may make you a * man-
datory.” [Laughter.] They may give you some new expression ;
but the substance of what the people of the world, the common
masses, think the league of nations ghould be, the people are not
going to get. That is why there is fear; that is why there is
restlessness. The sum and substanee of my complaint is that
we have had no definite international policy heretofore, and that
we have no definite international policy to-day; that we are
drifting ; that we do not know * where we are at.” That is the
sum and substance of my complaint. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, as nearly as I can make out, the
complaint of my Socialist friend from New York is that the
world has not repealed the law of human nature. T had not ex-
pected that to occur. The discussions of the chairman of the
Committee on Naval Affairs on this floor rather disclosed the
fact that that imaginary happening is not expected to be a faet,
because he said we need the enactment of this naval program,
which, I may say, is the largest in the history of the world, be-
cause we want to go into the league of nations with a bigger
stick than anybody else has who comes into the league. [Laugh-
ter.]

That is a very commendable thing, of course, to go in with a
better army than the other folks, Naturally Great Britain cher-
ishes the same desire; likewise I France.

Now, I do not want {o pay any respects to the Kaiser nor to
Hindenburg nor to Bernhardi, but if I read Bernhardi's book
“The Next War” intelligently, he was in entire accord with
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs; that is, that
force eventually determines the course of nations.

But I did not rise to talk about that phase of the naval ap-
propriation bill. I have been under no delusion. All these
phrases and nebulous speeches here and elsewhere have not
deceived me. T have known all the while that human nature is
Jjust now what it has always been, and will probably remain sp
~until the end of time. Nor do I sympathize with the defense of
the President by the Socialist Member from New York. I know
he is an internationalist. I am an American. [Applau.se.l
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I believe in my country, and I
I say with the

I am a selfish American.
want to promote its prosperity and its glory.
poet:

This is my own, my native land.

And all of this international, socialistic, maudlin sentiment
that is being propagated over the world is childish and academic.
It is the spawn of those philosophers who learn human nature
on the fifth story and not of those who have learned it from
flesh-and-blood men. The point I want to inquire about is this:
Who knows where we are going to get all the money to re-
spond to all these cablegrams and all of these schemes and chi-
merical propositions for the uplift of mankind? Every Cabinet
minister is busy with pencil and pad of paper showing how he
could spend hundreds of millions of dollars to raise mankind
to a state of bliss, and the head of every department and
every committee is working overtime devising ways and means
to spend sums of money which less than a decade ago were
regarded as colossal expenditures. Now it is the building of
homes for the poor. Now it is the purchase of lands for the
homeless. Now it is railroads. Now it is telephones. Now it
is an expenditure for the Navy of the United States which, I
am told, exceeds the expenditure of Germany, England, and
Franece for almost a decade before the war. Where are all these
billions and billions coming from? Now, let me tell you, I
understand every eleventh man in the United States pays an
income tax. I am reliably informed that that is practically
the entire source of our income, looking to the future. We will
have no more whisky tax; we will have no great tariff tax of
consequence, for it has dropped to $150,000,000 in the last fiscal
vear. I am told you are going to get it by the income tax,
That is where you will get the money to build this Navy. Now,
my friends, there are many hard-headed business men here,
and I submit to you gentlemen you must do your own thinking
about this question. Where are you going to get the billions
to do these numerous things? I believe we have a per eapita
circulation of about $55. That would make a total of $5,500,-
000,000. But what is $5,500,000,000 considering the activities
of the Government of the United States? Are you going to
take every dollar there is in the United States out of the
pockets of the people every six months? Why, you ought at
least to allow it to go back into their pockets-again and let
them feel of it three or four times before you take it away again.
[Laughter and applause.]

Now, here is what you are going to do: You take an income
tax from every eleventh man, and you buy a little boat or a
little railroad, or build a little house for the poor, or some-
thing else, and the other 10 fellows say, “ That looks to me
like pretty good business.” Of course the eleventh fellow
feels badly about it; but naturally, as long as these incomes
hold out, you are going to have every sort of paternalistic
suggestion. You are going to have socialistic doctrines and
Government ownership preached from every rostrum. You
are going to have attic philosophers telling the people that
they ought to be supported by the Government; but is that
all you are going to do? Oh, no. The day is coming, and it
is not going to be long in coming at the rate we are traveling,
when you will milk the incomes of the United States dry.
Every man with the brain and the brawn and the will to
work 12 or 14 hours a day to build a fortune will be driven
out of business, and you will destroy the initiative of the
American spirit which has builded up this great Nation of a
hundred million people, the wealthiest in the world. Gentle-
men do not earn incomes merely to have them taken from them
by some dreamer of internationalism to build houses for some
lazy fellows who will not work enough and save enough to
build their own houses. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, I have
_inguired diligently now for several months for somebody who
says this Government and this people are able to carry on
these colossal undertakings and bear these colossal burdens.
You go to the chairman of the committee and ask him in vain.
He does not know who in this Republic says that we can
carry on these colossal undertakings and inflict upon the busi-
‘ness of this country these tremendous taxes and not bring to
the people of this country the greatest panic the world has
ever seen. We are inflating the currency in order to get
more money so that we can tax more money from the people,
and the result is that inflation means high prices of the
things that folks eat and the things that folks wear. Have
a care! You have used up largely the accumulated wealth of
Europe by absorbing their securities. You have placed a
colossal mortgage upon the future of the destiny and the
property of the people of the United States. You have done

that, and you have spent the money, but you can not keep on
writing these first, cecond, third, fourth, and fifth mortgages

against the property of this country. The people of the United
States might as well face the question, :

After all these academic speeches over the world it requires
as much labor now to produce steak and pork chops and eggs
and food generally and clothing generally as it did before this
war began. So when you get right back to the proposition, we
might just as well tell the folks that these appropriations have
got to stop, or that you are going to stop business, because you
will make it worthless to the man who engages in business.
Do you suppose any man wants to go out and engage in manu-
facturing enterprises or in farming operations, or in milling
or mining, to make an income, for no other purpose than to
have some dreamy-eyed socialist suggest that it be spent to up-
lift mankind? I hope I am a bad prophet, but you are the
body that under the Constitution is responsible for revenue
legislation,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. IGOE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of tho
gentleman be extended five minutes.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas be
extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIES. You are responsible, not the President in Paris;
you under the Constitution as the coordinate branch of govern-
ment are clothed by the Constitution with the power to origi-
nate revenue legislation. And every Member of this body has
his own responsibility, and you ought to ask yourselves and
give yourselves an intelligent answer, Where are the billions
to come from to pay these colossal expenses? Mark you, gentle-
men of this Congress, you are doing more than expending bil-
lions, you are teaching the American people a doctrine of
paternalism that will curse them and their generations yet un~
born in this country. If you only threw away and wasted
and squandered the billions of money taken from taxation and
business, if you only brought on industrial panic, the people could
recover from that. Poverty and panie are not the worst things
in the world, but you are spending billions taken from every
eleventh man in a way to teach the American laboring man, the
farmer, the railroad owner and the telephone owner, that the
Government owes them a duty to support them and to lend them
money and finance their operations and take charge of them.

The Government consists of nothing except the people in the
aggregate. The Government is a pauper, has not a dollar except
it taxes it from the people.

We see a strange tragedy here to-day—Dr. Jekyll and M.
Hyde. Dr. Jekyll demands the people to lend him money, and
Mr. Hyde is telling the people that he is going to give them
money to help them out of want and poverty. Dr. Jekyll says
to the people of the United States, * Buy liberty bonds and war-
saving stamps, and if you do not you will have to sign a yellow
card that you are not a true patriot.” And Mr. Hyde says,
“ We are going to build homes for the farmer, buy railroads, tele-
phones,” and so forth. Wonderful consistency! Do you know
we need two political parties in this country, Mr. Chairman?
We need one party that stands for the Constitution and liberty
by law; that stands for America and for representative de-
mocracy and for a conservative Government. Let the radieals
get to themselves. The misery of this situation is, the pitiful
tragedy of politics in America to-day is, that we have two politi-
cal parties vying with each other as to which can offer the most
to the radical vote and get it in the largest quantity. [Ap-
plause.] The Republicans proceed to enact radical legislation,
and we Democrats go you one better and advocate more radiecal
legislation. [Applause.] There comes a time in this country,
with bills like this, where we appropriate money that no sensl-
ble man knows where it comes from, bills threatening the in-
dustrial safety of this Republic. You have to have a conserva-
tive party to run the Government and hold in check the radical
party.

Mr. Chairman, I wish some voice might ery out in the wilder-
ness to tell the people of this country that it is their duty to
support the Government and not the Government's duty to sup-
port them. The first two fundamental principles of government,
and they are worth more than all the balance combined, are
the protection of life and the protection of property. If there
is no protection of property protection of life is worthless, be-
cause, in the language of the Merchant of Venice, * you may as
well take my life as to take the means whereby I do sustain it.”

They have more liberty in socialistic Russia to-day than they
know what to do with. [Laughter and applause.] A man ecan
absolutely yell at the top of his voice in a meeting house; he
can shoot; he can do anything on earth except to retire to his
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home castle and say “ This is my citadel and I and my wife
and children are safe.” He can not do that. He can do any-
thing on earth in Russia except to make a crop with the as-
surance that he ean gather his own crop. He has all the liberty
that a wild ass on the prairie has [laughter and applause]
withiout the mule’s security. [Laughter.}

What we need in this country is for the laboring man,_the
farmer, the banker, the people of the United States, to return
to the old-time religion of Lincoln, of Jefferson, of Grover Cleve-
land, and the democracy of the country. Why do we not tell
the people honestly and fairly that it is none of the Govern-
ment’s business whether they have a farm or not, it is the busi-
ness of the individual to depend on himself. [Applause.] Do
you know we are binding the hands and the arms of the people
to their sides by the socialistic enactments. If you want a
man's arm to wither, bind it by his side and give him no use of
it. I think the most hateful doctrine in the world is the doc-
trine of socialism. I had rather have anarchy than socialism,
because you recover from it more quickly. Anarchy is a good
denl like a violent attack of pneumonia—the crisis may pass
in three or four days; but socialism is the galloping consump-
tion of the Nation [laughter and applause], where you linger
and languish and perish away. I would say to the people
who advocate socialistic legislation to rise a little earlier; if
you are a farmer, save fertilizer more diligently; if you are
an artisan, learn to have a little saving laid by, because de-
pending on the Government will never get you into competency.
That about completes what I have fo say. -

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
lias expired.

Mr. BURNETT. In view of the very able speech of my col-
league, is he going to vote for this three-year proposition?

Mr. DIES. Why, no; I already have all upon my conscience
that I care to carry with me out into the security of private
life when I retire from Congress. [Prolonged applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent, Navy: For all emergenc[es and extraordinary expenses,
cxelusive of personal services In the Navy Department, or any of its
subordinate bureaus or offices at Washington, D. C., arising at home
cr abroad, but impossible to be anticipated or classified, to be ex-

pended on the approva! and authority of the Secretary of the Navy,
and for such purposes as he may deem proper, $150,000.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-

ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. RANDALL: Page 4, line 10, after the
figures * $150,000," insert—
© “ Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby,
required to furnish the adjutant general of each State, or to the
officer thereof exerclsing corresponding functions, after uisition
therefor, the names, home nddresses, and rank attained and the date
and reason for termination of service of the men of such States who
served in the United States Navy or Marine Corps during the war
beiween the United States and the Imperlal German Government.”

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point
of order.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will
not make the point of order. I appreciate the fact that it is
subject to a point of order, but the object of the amendment
is to enable the communities, the various cities in the States
of this country, to secure the names of the men who served
from the various local communities in the present war. A
similar amendment, if this be permitted, will be offered to the
Army- bill. It requires no particular expense, but makes it
possible for the local communities in the States to secure from
their own adjutant general the honor roll of their own com-
munities.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. I will state to the gentleman that the
Legislature of the State of Oklahoma has passed a resolution
requesting this same matter in reference to the Army and Navy.

Mr. RANDALL. I am informed by the chairman of the com-
mittee that these States can get this information at the present
time, but I desire fo say that the only information that can
be secured is the names of the men who enlisted from the State,
but not their home addresses or any information of a local
character.

Mr. GARD. Are not those facts known in the several States?

Mr. RANDALL. They are known so far as the draft lists
are concerned, but volunteers often enlist from points outside
of the State.

Myr. STAFFORD. = Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL. Yes.
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Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman taken pains to ascer-
tain what additional cost this will entail, if thé department
undertakes it at the present time? :

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman that I under-
stand there is a great surplus of clerks in the War Department
at the present time. There would not be any extra expense in-
curred in connection with it. $

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has stated
that it is his understanding that there is a surplus of clerks
in the War Department. In the preparation of the legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation bill The Adjutant General
appeared before the subcommittee having that bill in charge
and stated that he himself would need $3,000,000 alone for
clerical work in his bureau to do the work that has been
planned, which he regards as pressingly needed.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL. Yes.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman advise us what is the con-
dition with respect to the Navy, whether their clerical foree is
overworked or underworked?

Mr. STAFFORD. As to the Navy, though I have not heard
the chairman of the committee mention what action they have
taken upon it, It was suggested that if -they were permitted
they would continue during the next fiseal year the employment
of yeomen and yeowomen in clerical positions, and still they
would not have a sufficient force unless we authorized them to
employ more than provided on their statutory roll. We allowed
them a lump-sum appropriation of over $1,000,000, distributed
to the various bureaus for clerical services in these respective
bureaus, and that was predicated somewhat upon the idea that
they would continue a large contingent of yeomen and yeo-
women in the service next year. They testified that they were
going to go before the Naval Affairs Committee and ask for an
authorization for the utilization of yeomen and yeowomen for
the next fiscal year. Whether the committee has seen fit to
grant that, I do not know.

Mr. PADGETT. The committee has not granted it; and on
the declaration of peace the yeomen and yeowomen will o out.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to compliment the commitiee on
taking that position.

The CHAIRMAN.,
fornla has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that his time be extended for three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think we would be justified in
continuing in the service, when the war is at an end, the yeo-
men and yeowomen for clerical positions when there are plenty
of clerks to be obtained to fill those positions from the civil-
service register.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the department tells me that
under this bill they are going to be exceedingly pressed for
clerical help. They are claiming that they will not have help
enough to do the work that will devolve upon them. This would
necessitate a good deal of extra work and considerable expense.
.I Insist upon the point of order. :

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read, as follows:

Aviation, Navy: For aviation, to be expended under the direction of
the Secretary of the Navy for ‘?romriug. producing, constructing, oper-
ating, preserving, storing, and handling aircraft, establishment and
maintenance of aircraft stations, including the acquisition of land by
n;rchase, donation, or eondemnation for erection of a factory for
(o}

f

The time of the gent’ from Cali-

hter-than-air machines; and for experimental work in development

aviation for naval purposes, $25,000,000: Provided, That the sum to
be pald out of this w)mprlatinu under the direction of the Secretary
of the Navy for drafting, clerieal, lnggect!on, and messenger service for
aireraft stations shall not exceed $300,000: Provided further, That the
Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to consider, ascertain,
adjust, determine, and pay out of this appropriation the amounts dune
on claims for damgea which have occurred or may occur to privata

roperty grvowing out of the operations of naval aivcraft: And provided

?s her, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for main-
tenance of more than heavier-than-air stations on the coasts of
continental United States.

Mr. STAFFORD. DMr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the language on page 4, line 25— :

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been reserved which
will have to be first disposed of before amendments may be
offered. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of order?

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, what is the point of order?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of

order partly to obtain information about some new phraseology.
I wish first, however, to ascertain what is the purpose of pro-
viding $25,000,000 for aviation purposes for the Navy. now that
the war is at an end. I think some explanation should be made
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of that tremendous amount which it is suggested shall be ap-
propriated for the Navy for that purpose in peace times.

Mr., PADGETT, The original appropriation submitied was
for $225,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD., That was based, if the gentleman will
permit, on the idea that we were to continue in the war?

Mr. PADGETT, Yes; I understand. Now, I will give the
gentleman the history of it. When the bureau chiefs came be-
Tore us they set forth in the hearings the demand and necessity
as they estimated for $85,000,000, and the Secretary of the Navy
in his hearing arbitrarily reduced that to $36,000,000. The com-
mittee in considering it has reduced it to $25,000,000. I want
to say to the gentleman that I doubt very much if $25,000,000
will carry on the activities of the Navy with reference to the
=hips and the limited number of shore stations. We put in a
proviso there limiting the shore stations to not exceed six in
ihe continental limits of the United States. Now, I have a letter
here from the Secretary to which I desire to call - your atten-
tion. He says:

NAvY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, Januery 11, 1019,

My DpAr Me. CHAIRMAN : 1 beg to ncknowledge receipt of your letter
of the 10th instant, in which you request that the commi be fur-
nished with a full and detailed mtment of the items, the usages, and
purposes for which the $36,000 desired in the item *Avia-
uou—Navg,' M lt appears on page 11 ot the first draft of the naval
appropriation b
he fullowin la a detailed statement of the estimate of expenditures
covering the $306,000,000 recommended :

4. The airship's chief value in naval warfare is in gcouting and in
keeping large areas of sea under ol nerrat.lun This work may be dlvided
into two uaes
} e and convoy-escort work.

buwc?fkmk :tci?m (a) tﬂmmbgg%ms b igid air-
uch work o a one nontigic
ships in Great Britain and in the United States. The n% rigid of
airship is not suitable for any activities where 1t is subj to attack
b nirplanes, for the construction features of tpa prevent huildlns
al rshlips size large enough to obtain nﬂcten ns,
elimbing abmty Nonr!xid airships can never have a rumcient 1‘1:;n t;g

of ac to make them satisfactory for distant scouting.
British nonrigid airships are prohnr{y nearly as efficient as any future
design of that type for the performance of the tasks which this type
is fitted to perform

6. For work of class (a), where enemy

may be R)!u“ or antiaireraft gung
encountered, and for work of class rigid t £ nirshi
is elénentm to the highes ell!ciencyu the rigid type of airship

DEVELOPMENT OF HEAVIER-THAN-AIR AND LIGHTER-THAN-AIR CRAFT DURING
THB LAST FOUR YRBARS,

7. The development of r¥w airships has been even mare id th
that of heavier than air, 191! th;:: average endnranca otr:p(}ermiuu}
rigid at eru speed was under 24
about ﬁo miles per haur In 1918

G e maximum full
e enduranoe at 45(

ermn L—TO clau. 21950]0?:%%01‘:;

fect mpacit'ij miles per hour has risen to 177.5

t::ruc oand ndi : 1 aned : tos:l‘r mifleatpfr g?!ur 'I;hn ceiling
ncre rom 000

British R-38 clags 5 afimated

720,000 cubie feet capact has an esti
U mﬂes per hour of 2:Pa h?ﬁi’s, 8: hou‘re: g?eﬂg
8 Tab) and

lea (1 (2) ve the pro s in lighter than air and

heavier than air gince 1914. Table (8) shows the differemce in per-
formance between co rmpondlng lighter-than-air and heavier-than-aie

craft of 1918.
TABLE 1 —-Lighter than air. b !

cruining endnrance a
n the German L—'r

FEBRUARY 6,

I

Aircratth(ihcu}er thanna:n r): AIRIE t '3 714, -
Machines for e enting an velopmen urpoacs- 000 "
KEngines for abxg:n 2 Y 338, 000 August, 1914, August, 1018, | Progress.
Afreraft (Mghter than air G' g  p
rer ghter n air) ¢ 'er cent.
(‘mﬁ ftor operation mﬁogs dr.-epwl hullt-i $2, 005, 000 ‘g’:ﬁ?““' mﬁrg muespe.rhow' ;;iﬂjﬂil] p.h ?gg .
Craft for experimenting elopmen ance . ours. .
MR e o bR e —— g i
r above i
10, 206, 000 58.3 per cent 113.5
For dmlol)ment of instruments and accesso- 21 feet... e 250
ries, incinding radio sets and kite-balloon - | RS SRR 162.5
winches 650, 600 ¥
Orflm‘tl?; SR Lieatat) and. rARUNE: MAFINN 8, 500, 000 TABLE 2.—Heavier than air.
Experimental work not otherwige covered (such
agm Argon gas and landing attachments 5000 000 August, 1914, August, 1918, Progress
Large rigid T irigible construction, experimental
and development station o 8, 200, 000 Per cent
Clerlcal, drafting, and technical force_ . ___ 300, 000 85m. p.houe... 2,
19, 650, 000 12.5 hours. . 212.5
Total 2= : LT 35, 968, 000 oef i .
Estimate - ———= 36, , 000 ] b rier thet. 5
It will be noted from the above statement that there is no estimate «=} 15, feet w1
for new coastal statlons, except a new ltation for a -dirigible fac- & 800
tory. It 1s I.mpoasible to construct a Pl: d%.’lﬂ l;% ctc%rymngr the '
2; [‘:kt &m.;.k O We Taetay 18 O . Jarys N En TasLe 3.—Heavier than air and lighter than air.
A larger appropriut!on for lighter-than-air aircraft is requested be- ———
leian.ste in thti.hlial ml;tavy aviation is not as far developed as in the Camparison,
ar- r
egrha development of aviation and progress of the art is such that it Angust, 1918, Heavier than { Lighter than
s strongly mggdmmnghegttl&e tg:p:ggropﬂatlon be made hz : ;dnm& . 4 air, air. Heaviae Lighter
as recommended, so experimen
av[altl:lon a‘!ﬂong Ims that from time to time may scem most advantageous thanair. | thanair
naval se
ml’tu:ﬁh‘m:cil you will please find a cop rt on aviatloa b Ad-
miral Mayo, commander in chief of t e Atla.n mt. d par Per cent, Per cent.
attenﬂon I8 invited to the concluding paragraph w herein he eltes the Speed.....coriiaininnnns 85 miles per | 77.6 miles per 0 -
riments and development in the rigid gible type of aircraft of hour. T.
ot or countﬂes, end: T, 18.8hours..... TITBHOUrs. ... ) ccaneasines
Very sincerely, yours, 3 5 Total I)I’t (— weight | 5.97tons...... e e R T L1017
EPH ANIELS, loaded).
Hon. L. P. PApaerT, OSEPIUS DANIELS. | Disposable lift (— useful | 2.17tons. .. ...} 35.84 tons 11689
Chairman Committee on Naval Afairs, d),
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O, Ceiling L60.2
B J0L7
Unirep SraTus ATLANTIC rLeeT, ¥
3 . PEXNSYLVANIA, FLAGBHIP,
i . November 23, 1918, 9, It will be scen that at the present time the largest rigids in com-

From : Commander in Chief,

To: Hemtary of the Navy (Oper
Bubject : Report on development of ri
for future developments (British

1. The failure of the Zeppeling in the raids over Great Britain anri
the destructlon of several ns over the North Sea by R
ried on cruisers, and on one occasion by a largé Ameriean ﬁnﬁgh
officers that the ter-

ations).
d a)nd nonrigid airshipa and plans

has induced the belief in the minds of m
t.lm.nh-a.lt r ship has becn definitely dlsplucej by the beavier-than-air
chines.

m Those officers who have had most to do with the lighter-than-air

fﬁe contend that the destruction of Zeppelins in rai does not prove
thege ships are not valuable for other purposes. eﬂ comteml

that Zeppelins (of the type of those desiro } should not haw

used for raiding, as, due to their small capact eiy Nuld not cllmb

high enough to avoid sntlalrcmt ng or figh Elp anes, and, due to

the inflammable gas (hy rogen) th which the bags were filled, they

were helpless against atta

3. Thpimprovemeuts in lighter-than-nir ship design have been such
that the iatent German r airship has a speed of ubout 70 to 80
miles Per hour, a eeiling of 24,000 feet, and a rate'of c¢limb

With these chnracteristlcs rigid is compu.ratively uu!e

lgn.tnst attack rrom antiaireraft guns heavier-than-a
Additional safety has been assured to the lighter- thnn nlr ship Uy the
development of a_noninflammable 8 (hel un), or which the United
Btates possesses limitless natural resource

mission have over eleven times the total lift of the corresponding heavier
than air, and that the disposable lift is about eighteen times greater.

LARGE AIRSHIPS PROBABLE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT.

10. It is now proposed to consider more fully the possibilities of the
large airship. ‘able 5 shows the approximate dimensions of a series
of airships similar in form to British

TaeLe 5.—Approximale dimensions of airships gimilar in form to

British R-$3

Capacity. Qo | Length. | Diameter,
Feel. Fed.

0.7 3 79

011 736 90.4

121.4 E10 9.5

1518 572 107.2

1622 27 3.9

212.5 478 119,

2428 1,021 1254

2123 1,061 1304

T T R A P e e 303.6 1,100 135.1
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11. Tt will_be seen that although a 10,000,000 cubic feet m?aclt
rigid has five times the gross lift and over five times the dis;l)omb e lift
of the B{:reaent 2,000,000 cubic feet capacity rigid, the dimensions of the
larlgr.- ip are only one and seven-tenths times greater.

2. With a rlgi{! of about 10,000,000 cubic feet capacity there would
be an endurance of approximately three weeks at 40 to 45 miles per
hour, a maximuom of 70 to 80 miles Jbel' hour, a ceiling of some
30.060 feet, and a maximum range of over 20,000 miles, or nearly once

around the world.
PAST DRITISH POLICY.

13. Great Britain first a}p ars to have recognized the danger of fall-
ing behind in alrships in July, 1913, as the following extract from Ad-
miralty policy on the subject will show :

“ Various circumstances have since arisen which have led my lords
to view with considerable coneern the position occupied by this country,
and after full consideration they have decided that it is no longer pos-
sible to pursue a waiting policy, having regard to the safety of the
country.

2 ]1[-:. '}‘he new cireumstances referred to may be briefly stated as
ollows : . .

* Wirst. The success of the type of large airships possessed by Ger-
many has been demonstrated by numerous flights of these vessels over
sea and land. As an example, there may be gquoted the case of the air-
ship sighted on June 2 in the North Sea over the Terschelling Banks,
proceeding with four torpedo-boat destroyers at full . These craft
were again sighted 24 hours later. the regularity with which the
gnssengepcarrylng Zepgelins carry out extended flights lasting many
hgurs over Germany indicates clearly how reliable these vessels are now

coming.

“ 8econd. The introduction of the new German aerial bill, together
with a supplementary estimate which provides for the establishment of
a naval fleet of 10 Zeppelin airships and a number of hydroplanes,
with full equipment of sheds, stores, personnel, etc. For carrylng
out this scheme a sum of £300,881 Qas been provided for the year
1918-14, exclusive of the cost of acquiring any land for the stations.

“The following extract of a memorandum accompanying the sup le-
mentary estimates indicates the view of the German Government : ' The
present state of the experiments carried out with airships and aeroplanes
show that the new weapon forms for naval p a valuable extension
and adjunct to tactl and strategic scouting, and under certain eir-
cumstances can also be employed with advantage as a weapon of defense.’

“Italy already gossesses several airships of a small type and is now
push!ng on with the construction of three inrﬁrjr vessels, It is under-
stood that three airship stations are to be established along the Adriatic
coast.- Russia has recently placed an order for a large Parseval airship
for naval ¥urpuses.

“ The situation in this country with regard to naval alrships is that
the Admiralty are on the eve of possessing two airships of medium size,
which were purchased mainly for the purpose of tralning officers ‘and
men in airship work. One airship station on the Medway being estab-
lished and two sheds are being erected there, ;

“ My lords consider that, in view of the activity displayed by foreign
powers, it is necessary to proceed at once on an expansion of this branch
of the serviee.”

15. Acting on the above, the Admiralty proceeded to develop airships,
but the polley was finally checked by the then first lord (Mr. Winston
Churehill), who, in January, 1915, canceled the building of rigid air-
ships and ordered No. 9 (building at Vickers) to be suspended. Mr,
Churchill indleated that three Parsevals, two Astra Torres, and the
few other odd nonriglds of no military value would suffice the country’s
needs. In July, 1915, Mr. Balfour championed the cause of alrships,
ordered No. 9 to be re-commended and other rigids to be built, and
1aid the foundation for the present constructiondl organization.

PRESENT BRITISH POLICY.

10. While the British Admiralty alrship department has made no
statement concerning a definite policy in the uses of the rigid airships
that are be.lnﬁ]dev oped for British use, it appears that regular voy-
ages of startl flengg.ph are planned for these eraft. A mail and car
serviee connecting the British Isles, Canada, the British colonies
Africa, India, and Australin ap;t)earn to be the goal of the A
policy. Surely such work is entirely within the scope of the air fleet
that Britain i{s preparing.

17. In time of war these airships can be concenirated over any area
of the seas surrounﬂing\!‘:ngllsh possessions to hamper hostile surface
eraft and to assist the Navy in its operations.

GERMANY'S AIRSHIP PROGRAM.

18. The resulis already attained have justified the confidence felt by
the German Navy in its airships when used in their prog Hsi)here as
the eyes of the fieet. Their Zeppelins did much to save gh Seas
Fleet at the Battle of Jutland, to save their cruiser uadron on the
Yarmouth raid, and were instrumental in sinking the Nottingham and
Falmouth. Had the positions been reversed in the Jutland battle and
had the British had rigids to enable them to locate it, they would prob-
ably have annihilated the German High Seas Fleet,

AIRSHIPS.

19, At the present time Germany ssesses apparently 50 efficient
rigid airships built since 1915, in addition to a few nonrigids which she
uses only for training purposes,

20, The Schutte-Lenz works, which build rigid airships, take about
12 weeks to build each ship. The maximum output of their factorles
is 1 ship every 16 days. Germany’'s total output of rigid airships
wonld therefore appear to be 30 rigids a year, or 1 every 12 days.

SHEDS.

91, The latest information shows ihat Germany has 54 housing and
constructional sheds, capable of holding 71 rigid alrships. This surglus
of shed accommodatfon. placed all over the country, enables ships which
ean not get to their base after a long cruise to make for vacant berths
where the weather conditions are more favorable.

BRITISH RIGID AIRSHIPS.

o2 y\While no other nation has done as well as the Germans in rigid
airships, the British, alive to the need of maintaining sea supremscy,
are rlosely competing. A few days ago they held acceptance trials of
a 1.400,000 cuble foot ship (the E—u}. which made over 55 knots and
counld lift 18 tons (or, say, 200 persons).

23, This ship turned in a complete circle of 0.7 mile diameter in
three minutes. Another British ship now under way (R—38) will
have a displacement of 2,750,000 cubic feet, a speed of about T0 knots
and a range of -well over 200 hours, or snfel: across the Atlantic and
return in any weathers except the worst storms.

24, The British, who, despite having shot down so many bombing
Zeppelins, are keenly aware of their utility, are embarked upon a con-
struction program of 16 of modern type (besides smaller, now obsolete,
types already in commission and u for training) ; the French have a
:ﬂlr:;ltar:m]t)r%gmmh ca‘ll.lr itc'l:r f; it is dun}?erstoold évl;irg;’aliam are to

; and o oin rmy an avy T b
recommended that we begin with 4 for the nv;r.g1 PRt e
CONCLUSION.

25. The elopment
still, whiledt‘:l;e dgvelom:i:}i? EDP ot?ll:g:!? ladil'?;lég iii pt:.eﬁgtglcal}avhg n].); t?feg:
many, nee, and Great Britain, Tﬁe future of the rrgld airship de-
R g g R S
and an approximation to the spee'd of the ﬂg’hﬁg p i nesfn el

H. T. Mavyo.

‘Mr. STAFFORD. How .did the committee arrive at the
appropriation of $25,000,0007

Mr. PADGETT. The committee reduced it to $25,000,000;
but you will notice that we put in a provision that no part of
this appropriation shall be expended for maintenance of more
than six heavier-than-air stations in the continental limits of
the United States. That would limit the scope of the opera-
tions for air stations. I think there are some 12 or 15 stations
being operated now.

Mr. STAFFORD. In arriving at that estimate of $25,000,000,
what items did the committee include and what items did the
committee eliminate? :

Mr. PADGETT. We did not eliminate any specifically. We
reduced it to $25,000,000 and put that provision here, and it
will necessarily limit the activities of the Government in
aircraft.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the committee considered, in arriving
at this appropriation, the expediency of the Navy obtaining
motors and flying machines from the War Department, where
they have a large number in excess of their needs?

Mr. PADGETT. That matter was presented; but if the War
Department were to furnish them the Navy Department would
have to compensate the War Department for them, and the
War Department would turn the money into the Treasury as
miscellaneous receipts. '

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the committee considered the feasi-
bility of having them transferred from the War Department
to the Navy Department?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir; we did not, because we did not
::hnow how the War Department is situated with reference to

em.

‘Mr, SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. I will

‘Mr. SNELL. Must not they have a large amount on hand
at the present time of these of all kinds?

‘Mr. PADGETT. I do not know; but the engines of the
Navy are in some respects different from the Army engines.

Mr. SNELL. I would like also to ask in reference to the
acqu?isltion of land. What land is it contemplated purchasing
now .

Mr. PADGETT. The only thing contemplated is securing
land for the erection of a factory for the construction of
lighter-than-air machines—the large dirigible machines.

Mr. SNELL. Does not the Government own some automobile
factories in this country at the present time?

Mr. PADGETT. None of which I know.

Mr. SNELL. I thought they had furnished money or had a
very large interest in some of them?

Mr. PADGETT. We made a very full inquiry and they told
us the Government had no place for investigating
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. PADGETT. We have a large station in Florida, and I
think there are about 1,100 acres in that navy yard, and we have
there a large factory for the construction of heavier-than-air
machines.

Mr. SNELL. Could not these lighter-than-air machines be
constructed in the same factory?

Mr. PADGETT. No; they sald not; but it requires a large
area to bring these machines down. They are tremendous ma-
chines. They are about 800 or 900 feet long,

Mr. SNELL. Then, the Government has no real monetary
interest in several of the large factories where they have been
producing?

Mr. PADGETT. None that I know of. We inquired very
diligently if there was any place that the Government had where
they could use for these lighter-than-air machines and they said
positively no. i
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Mr. SNELL.
present?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.

Mr. SNELL. This is an entirely new development?

Mr. PADGETT. It is entirely experimental. Now, I have
here, which the Secretary transmitted, a letter from Admiral
Mayo, who ig commander in chief of the Atlantic Fleet, in which
he gives a summary or a review of the heavier-than-air and
lighter-than-air development abroad and our shortage of the
lighter-than-air and the need of developing, experimental gen-
erally, in the United States.

Mr. STAFFORD. How many lighter-than-air machines has
the Navy at the present time, and how many are in course of
construction?

Mr. PADGETT. None.

Mr. STAFFORD. What was this large airship that passed
over Washington on ite way from New York down to the coast a
few Sundays ago.

Mr. PADGETT. They have some kite balloons and some
semidirigibles, but nothing of the type that is contemplated here.

Mr, STAFFORD. How many of these semidirigibles have
they in operation and how many in course of construction?

Mr. PADGETT. I could not tell the gentleman; that is not
contemplated in this, They had some few of them; I think some
8 or 10 of them.

Mr., McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman from Tennessee has been for
many years a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr, McKENZIE. Fortunately or unfortunately for a number
of years I have been a member of the Committee on Military
Affairs of the House.

Mr, PADGETT. I think that was the good fortune of the
committee.

Mr. McKENZIHE. I listened to the reading of the letter a
few moments ago which the chairman received from the Secre-
tary ¢f the Navy, and among the items, as I remember, there
was something like $2,000,000 that was to be used in experi-
menting with argon gas and different kinds of balloons and
different types of aircraft. Now, I am calling the gentleman’s
sittention to that for this reason, that pending in the Committee
on Military Affairs is the regular annual appropriation bill, and
one of the items asked for in that bill is $10,000,000 by the
Aireraft Board to be used for experimental purposes, and among
the things with which they expect to experiment is this same
character of gas and also the development of aireraft machines,
Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he does
not think that we have about reached the point when the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs and the Committee on Military Affairs
of the House of Representatives should have some defined policy
whereby these activities would be centralized, and not have two.
or three great concerns experimenting with the same sort of
thing—{for instance, gas? Is there any reason that can be given
why we should appropriate a large sum of money to the Navy
to experiment with a certain type of gas and another large sum
to the Army to experiment along the same line?

The CHAIRMAN,.” The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Starrorp] has again expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point
of order further for the purpose of inquiring——

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like recognition in
niy own right in order to answer.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman.
Of course, the point of order is pending.

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that.

The CHAIRMAN. Or, rather, the point of order is reserved.
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Paocerr] is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the chairman, in his time, reply to
the query propounded by the gentleman from Illjnois [Mr,
McKenziE].

Mr. PADGETT. I was going to state that you.could pick
out certain definite proposals or propositions where it would be
well to combine them and have only one. But when we were
abrond we talked with the officers of the Army in England,
where they have combined the aviation activities of the Navy
and the Army, about this matter, and they did not approve it.
They disapproved it, and said it was not working satisfactorily.
And we also talked with some naval officers, and they stated that
it was not satisfactory.

Mr. McKENZIE, If the gentleman will pardon me, I think
it will go without any argument that the officers in both of
these Government activities would say that it would be a mis-

And they have not any of these machines at |

take. But I have the taxpayer in mind. Would it be a mistake

from the taxpayer’s standpoint?

Mr. PADGETT, Thé activities of the Navy in aviation are
very different from the activities of the Army. This $2,000,000
that you mentioned here is, a part of it, for gas, but a great
deal of it, the majority part of it, is for the development of
the means of alighting on the water, alighting on the ship and
off of theé ship, and to develop the activities in aviation adapted
to the ship, on and off, And that is one of the big items that
they wish to develop. It is a very important one. It was also
suggested to the committee that provision should be made for
the construction of aireraft ships, in order to carry aireraft to
be used in scouting in mid-ocean, and also that provision should
be made to have aircraft actually on the fighting ships, so as
to go along with the fleets. These matters are questions of ex«
periment and development that the Navy alone could success-
fully conduct.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. What about the gas? What is the Navy,
going to spend this money for?

Mr. PADGETT. They did not separate the item as to how
much of it was for experimenting with the gas and how much of
it i1s for the other. But in order to cut the whole thing down
we took off §11,000,000 of the estimate of the Secretary, so as
to limit the activities along all of those lines, He wanted
$36,000,000. We reduced it to $25,000,000. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Is this experiment to be made in the
manufacture and discovery of new gases?

Mr. PADGETT. We have already discovered a new gas, called
argon.,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Possibly they have not reached {he last
stage yet,

Mr. PADGETT.. No; and this is for the development of if.
When it was first discovered it was supposed to be so costly as
to be prohibitive. They have so far developed it that when
you consider the durability of it as compared with hydrogen
there'is very little difference now in the cost between the argon
gas and the hydrogen gas.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The point on which I was anxious to get
the information was whether this money is to be spent by the
Navy in an attempt to develop new gases or in experiments in
its application? T mean by *“application” its application to
the enemy. : i

Mr. PADGETT. It is to develop the production of it the
most economically, which has already been accomplished
largely, but not satisfactorily as yet. It is to experiment and
develop its best uses and the handling of it and the manufae-
ture of it, and also for the use of it and the development of it
practically in the Navy.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Well, we have a Chemical Warfare
Service in the Army which devotes its activities entirely and
exclusively to that matter. Does the gentleman think the Navy
ought to go along and do the same thing?

Mr. PADGETT. I think the Navy ought to try it. Other<
wise, the Navy would be ignorant of the uses and practical ap-
plication of it. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I can not see why. The Chemical War=-
fare Service is not keeping it a secret. -
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman's time be extended five minutes. .

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. HUMPHREYS, Just a moment more, The Chemical
Warfare Service will not keep secret from the Navy anything
they discover, and they are really the people who are going to
apply it at last in 99 per cent of the cases where it is applied.
Now, it has occurred to me that it is proposed, in fact, to have
the Army do it and the Navy do it, when, I suppose, as a mat«
ter of fact, some civil bureau in the Government is going to
substantially do the work for either the Army or the Navy.

Mr. PADGETT. The gas part of it is but a small part.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. It depends entirely on what the gen-
tleman means by small.

Mr. STAFFORD. Only $2,000,000.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. That is small
Mr. STAFFORD. Small in the view of the naval propagan-
dists, 7

Mr, PADGETT. Landing attachments aboard ship. That is
embraced in there with the gas, and that is a large part of the
expenditure. ;

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman acquaint the House
with the amount of the expenditure by the Navy for aviation
expenses during the last year, or up to date? .
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Mr, PADGETT. I can not fell about that, but the appropria-

tion was $220,000,000.

~ Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; and the appropriation the year before
was three and a half millions; and now you are asking for
$25,000,000, and yet the committee has no information to give
us 08 to the amount expended out of this $220,000,000 Iump-sum
appropriation.

Mr, PADGETT. It has not been expended yet. It was only
started the 1st of July, the gentleman should remember,

Mr. STAFFORD. It is still running and available, and you
ean be sure that they are going to spend a large pertion of it,
because it was only $3,500,000 in the beginning, and now it has
been increased to $25,000,000.

Mr. PADGETT. They have been economieal,

Mr. STAFFORD. You should say liberal.

Mr. PADGETT. I did not think that we ought to have a
Jarger amount. The committee thought we ought not to eripple
the aviation service, but that we ought to go ahead and develop
it and utilize the lessons we learned from it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, I make a polnt of order on
that new language found on line 23, page 4, and on lines 1 and 2,
on page 5, “ including the aequisition of land by purchase, dona-
tion, er eondemnation for erection of a factory for lighter-than-
air machines.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of erder.

Mr, CONNELLY of Kansas., Mr. Chairman, that was a site
that was covered.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will repert the amendment of- |

fered by the gentleman from New York.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered oy Mr. LAaGUaARDIa :
* $25,000,000 " and insert * $15,000,000.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, there is no use in going
into details on this ifem. We are talking about $25,000,000 or
%30.000.000, and there are less than 25 or 30 Members in this

ull.

Mp. STAFFORD. That is about a $1,000,000 apiece.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Has the gentleman from New York any
information on this subjeet that the Committee on Naval Affairs
could not give us, even if the House were full?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Certainly, and plenty of it. I have a
Yot of information which I think, if we had a full House here,
would be very valuable. We are asked to appropriate $25,000,-
000, and yet we are unable to ascertain just how this money is
to be expended.

In reply to an inquiry, the chairman of the committee reads
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy explaining this $25.-
900,000, and yet the Secretary has over $200,000,000 for aviation
aviailable for the current fiseal year.

The trouble with American aviation, gentleman, is that
it has had too much money. That was our whole mistake in
the beginning. We started off with $640.000,000, and I do not
Eknow how much was appropriated afterwards, and we have got
less to show for it than any country in the warld., And al-
though we have the best industries, the best inventive genius
in the world, we have not a motor to-day that will stand up
with the French and Ifalinn and English motors. The fact is
you can not build aviation motors with press agents. and you
can not build up an aviation service by polities. The law of
gravitation knows no politics, and if you huve not got a good
machine it will not fly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

tleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman no doubt has
read the address by Secretary Baker commending Col. Deeds
for having perfected the Liberty motor?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; and the Seeretary in his report
said the biggest achievement of the war was the Liberty metor.
Thnt is absolutely incorrect, and he ean not get a single hnman
being to agree with him.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is not consistent with the
report made by Mr. Justice Hughes nor with the report of the
Attorney General sugpgesting that Col. Deeds should be court-
martialed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; nor is it consistent to take this
motor and compare if with other motors. It is a good 400-
norsepower motor; that is all. But to produce this 400 horse-
power motor you stopped the industries of the United States;
you stopped everything; and when they discovered that they
could not use the Liberty motor in pursuit machines they said:
* We will not have pursuit machines.”

Page 5, line 3, strike out

Mr. Cha.lrmnn. will the gen-

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know that the gentleman

| knows all about aviation, and I knew he had read the address

of the Secretary of War, and therefore I wanted to remind him
of what the Secretary said in New Yeork in commending Col.

- Deeds, although Mr. Justice Hughes and the Department of
| Justice had recommended that Col. Deeds be eourt-martialed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, it is an Ohio baby. [Laughter.}

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has had the approval of the
Seeretary of War.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. He comes frem Ohio.

Mr. MOORE eof Pennsylvanin. That inference might be
drawn from what the gentleman said. Of course I would not

' assume from what the gentleman said that the Ohio interests

were strong enough in the matter of an expenditure of
$640,000,000 to imduce the Secretary of War, at variance with
the Attorney General and Mr. Justice Hughes, to commend Col.
Deetzis u}ln spite of the faet that he was recommended for court-
martial.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman go further? Even
now, in peace times, the gentleman will understand how they

' club and chum together, but in war times, when we were in need
. of pursuit machines, we could not get a single machine from
' here because no pursult maehine was being built in this country.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Our friends on the ether side
were telling us that the time had come when we were to have
quite a number of them, although we were afterwards.teld that

| we did net have in France half a dozen battle planes of Ameri-

can manufacture,

Mr. LAGUARDIA, That was frue. When the DH planes
did eome over they were good planes, and they did some bomb-
ing, but we did not receive any battle planes. Why? Because
the Liberty motor would not fit them.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are we to understand that Col.

| Deeds, who was recommended for eourt-martial by the Attorney

General and Mr. Justice Hughes, and who is eommended by the

' Secretary of War, is notwithstanding that faet a $640,000,000

baby of the Secretary of War?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If I told you what the airmen thought of
it in August, September. and October, it would not be couched
in parlinmentary language, and could not be printed. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman from
New York believe that the cherishing of Col. Deeds, who had
under his control this $640,000,000, was worth that mueh to the
aviaters of the country?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I should say not—rather expensive ex-
periment that.'

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes

more.

The CHATRMAN. Ts there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now, gentlemen, we want to build an alr
industry in this country. Most of this money, as the committes
says, is for experimental purposes. The Army is going to come
in with a bill in a few days asking for millions for experimental
purposes. The services are cverlapping in experimental work.
We must prevent waste; we must cut down expenses. We will
have waste as long as we go on duplienting work and expendi-
tures. In want to say this for the naval air service: Its orguani-

- zation overseas was splendid. It had an eflicient executive de-

- with this country was much better than ours in the Army.

partment. Their management was good. Their cooperation
Now,

- the $2,000,000 which is suggested by the chairman for experi-

mental purposes, for landing and taking off from ships, ought
to be allowed. That is now purely in an experimental stage.
In answering an inquiry made n few minutes ago, I will say
there is no difference between the motor for a machine that
flies over water and one that flies over land. The air is just the
same in both places. The best help we ean give to aviation is
not to squander millions. We must produce a true American
motoer, a true American plane. We can do it if you will give us

~a chance, but we will never do it when we have the Navy dab-

bling in it and the Army dabbling in it, and the Marine Corps
dabbling in it and the Post Office Department dabbling in it.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. McKEOWN. I have been told that the motors en naval
planes were slower than the mofors on the Army planes. Is
that true?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. One of the motors of naval planes is a
low-compression motor. All kinds of motors are used for naval
planes, same as land planes, It comes back to ithe guestion of
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the Liberty motor again. They wanted to utilize the Liberty
motor for all machines. The big naval bombing machine, the
coast-patrol machine, took the low-compression motor, because
it was not necessary to go to such altitudes. Again, it was
adapting the plane to the motor and not the motor to the plane.
But when you have a light machine and do not need a 400-
horsepower motor and want altitude and speed, why, of course,
it will be just the same whether you fly over the land or over
the water. The trouble is we are dividing this thing. We
have four different departments overlapping. We took away
$2.000,000 from the Post Office Department the other day. We
have all these people dabbling in this, instead of having a com-
prehensive united air department taking up this subject for
the Government and accomplishing results and developing a big
aeronautical industry in this country. I submit that the $15,-
000,000, with what they have on hand, is amply sufficient, more
than enough, considering Army appropriations. Of course, if
you are going to buy fields all along the coast, if the main
thing is to buy land, I do not know anything about land values.
I know that we spent a lot of money for land down in Miami,
Fla. The Florida people wanted an aviation station. They
came up here with delegations asking for it, and now that they
have got it they ask the Navy Department to take it away, be-
cause it disturbs the morning sleep of the guests at the hotels.
Is the gentleman aware of that?

The Government spent thousands and thousands of dollars
at the Miami station, and now the Miami people are asking the
Navy Department to move away because it disturbs the sleep
of their winter guests. So if you want to buy land come in
here and say you want to buy land, but do not blame every-
thing on aviation. If we take off $10,000,000 and leave $15,-
000,000 to develop aviation, divided up so much for planes, so
much for motors, so much for experimental purposes, then we
are going to have something; but as long as we appropriate
lump sums we will never know where it will go and never ac-
complish anything for aviation. When the appropriation for
that $640,000,000 came into this House I was still young in my
leg!slative career. I wanted to talk about if, but gentlemen
said. “Don’t! Disloyal to do so. Beware of the Germans,
Don't say a word about it,” and they got away with it
And what did we get out of the $640,000,000? For every
American machine that went over the lines into Germany
it cost us more than it would have cost to build a super-
dreadnanght. That is what we got out of it. Now, we might
as well start on this bill. I am going to make similar
amendments when the Army bill comes in. Until we have a
united air service in charge of competent technical men we
must wateh aviation appropriations. Let us take the money
away from them until they come to their senses, When they
come to their senses they will have to come together, and we
will have an air department the same as England and France
have. They can put it all over us in the air, from either the
commercial or the military standpoint. They have got it on
us. We must hustle to even catch up with European countries,
Gentlemen, I urge the adoption of my amendment.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the committee have disposed
of the question of land, and that is no.longer involved.

The question was asked a moment ago, How much is unex-
pended of the appropriation of last year? I did not have the
figures at the time, but on page 155 of the hearings you will
find it stated that there would be $90,000,000 returned to the
Treasury out of the appropriation of the current year.

Mr. BUTLER. How much was appropriated?

Mr. PADGETT. Two hundred and twenty million dollars.

Mr. BUTLER. That gives them $130,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. How was that $130,000,000 spent?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know. That is for the current
year, and we did not go into that.

Mr. STAFFORD. It was too small an amount for the com-
mittee to consider at the present time?

Mr. PADGETT. No; but that was the appropriation that had
been already made, and we were going into the appropriation
for the next year.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think the committee might have followed
ihe Committee on Appropriations in seeking to cancel some of
the authorizations and to withdraw some of the appropriations
that were voted for war purposes alone, now that the war is at
an end.

Mr. PADGETT. I have discussed that question. The Com-
mittee on Appropriations have taken up that subject, and we
left it with them. They did deal with the Navy appropriation,
and re-covered into the Treasury something like $200,000,000.

Mr., BROWNING. In the original print of the bill I have
it marked that they have $£90,000,000 on hand., Do I understand

that they will still have that $90,000,000 on hand, or did a part
of it go back into the Treasury?

Mr. PADGETT. That $90,000,000 will not be expended o
obligated and will go back into the Treasury. o

Mr. BROWNING. Is that included in the item of the appro-
Eri:}t{t}jon bill which we have already passed, turning the money,

ac .

Mr. PADGETT. I do not remember whether the appropria-
tion bill included that or not, but it will go back into the
Treasury and will not be expended. Now, thig is an annual
appropriation. The gentleman spoke of the money that we
have on hand. We are appropriating for the fiseal year 1920.
This appropriation that is now current is for the fiscal year
1919. It can not be used for 1920.

Mr. LAGUARDIA,
up to July. -

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but this bill is from July next to the
July following.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What I mean is that you could get a lot
of things started between now and July.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but if they start them, they would not
have any money to complete them the next year. The commit-
tee was very careful about this. The committee applied the
knife to it very severely and reduced it. I hope the motion will
not prevail. :

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. |

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Is the gentleman absolutely sure, not-
withstanding the fact that direct reference to the land has been
stricken out, that money can not be spent for the purchase of
land under this provision?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; because we have a provision in here
that prohibits the purchase of land with the expenditure of any
appropriation in the bill.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. \

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. I noticed in the paper this morn-
ing that $4,000,000 had been paid for the purchase of land at
Cape May. I wondered if that was being purchased out of
the money now in the hands of the department.

Mr, PADGETT. No; I understand that it was out of the
Inump-sum appropriation for the President. ;

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. I am in favor of amending the
bill so as to stop the purchase of land. One of the.things that
will appear unwise when a full investigation is had is the pur-
chase of land during the war. Everybody in the eountry who
had a piece of.land that they wanted to unload on the Govern-
ment was able to unload it on either the War Department or
the Navy Department. ‘

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I understand that I am mis-
taken and that the prohibition I spoke of was to another matter,

Mr, TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. .

Mr. TILSON. There was stricken from the paragraph the
provision for the purchase of land for a lighter-than-air-machine
station. I notice the gentleman has not decreased the appro-
priation. Was it not the intention of the committee that money
was to be speiit on that?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

AMr. TILSON. Why is it not reduced? !

Mr. PADGETT. I was going to state that I was going to
offer an amendment reducing it $8,000,000, the amount appro-
priated for the purchase of land for a lighter-than-air-craft
station. = ' A

Mr. TILSON. Then the gentleman from New York ig not so
far off when he moves to reduce it ten millions.

Mr. PADGETT. But the gentleman did not let me finish my
statement. 1

Mr.. HUMPHREYS.
yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The authorization is still in the bhill,
to be expended by the Secretary of the Navy for the produc-
ing and constructing, ete., of aireraft. Can the gentleman tell
me—I am entirely ignorant on the subject—how does the Navy
produce and construct these aireraft without a factory?

‘Mr. PADGETT. They have a factory already built and
operating, which was constructing aircraft during the war for
heavier-than-air machines.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Then this will limit them to the opera-
tions of that factory? :

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Is there anything peculiar about naval
aireraft except that which enables them to float on water?

If they start now. they can spend money

Will the gentleman yield?

Will the gentleman from Tennessee
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Mr. PADGETT. There is n difference between the land
machine and the water machine which the Navy uses. They
used & machine with much less revolutions than does the ma-
chine for the Army.

Mr. HUMPHREYS.
run the other?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but you would have to reduce the

The same engine that runs one would

Mr. HUMPHREYS. But it can be done?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; it can be done.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Does the gentleman think it necessary,
that being true, for each department of the Government to have
a separate factory? Does the gentleman think it is economical?

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy already has and is operating a
factory. I do not know what the Army is doing with reference
to the manufacture of machines, but the Navy expects in Phila-
delphia to be able to produce the aircraft machines it needs for
the Navy.

Mr. I;'yUL[PHRHY S. It seems to me that it is an unfortunate
situation that the Navy does not know what the Army is doing
and the Army does not know what the Navy is doing, but the
Treasury Department knows, or will in the last analysis, what
they are both doing,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What they are trying to do.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. How muech did we appropriate last year
for aircraft—a billion dollars?

Mr. TILSON. About one billion and a half dollars. That
was the whole program and nearly five hundred million dollars
has been eovered into the Treasury.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. That leaves a billion already expended.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is only for the Army.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. It occurs te me that they could use a
factory and manufacture a machine that would run fast enough
for the Army and one slow enough for the Navy. [Laughter.]

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy is manufacluring its machines.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. And I suppose the Post Office Depart-
ment will manufncture its machines.

Mr. PADGETT. 1 do not know what the Pest Office Depart-
ment intends to do.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. That is the trouble, no department
knows what the other is doing.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have always been a friend of
aviation since Prof. Langley made his experiments. I still am
a friend of aviation, and I hope also I may be a friend of the
people of the United Stafes. Here is an appropriation of
$25,000,000 carried in this bill for aviation purposes. That is
as great an amount as was carried for the entire Navy—for the
maintenanee and the whole thing—if I am eorrect in my impres-
sion, when I first came to Congress. That is quite a develop-
ment. Now, while the war was on we spent money
We had to; wawerenntnmparedzorit.andnoomelmm
The war is now over, and we have got to get back to a state of

back. Some day before long the appropriations will all have
to be paid by taxes, and in addition we will have to pay interest
upon the bonded indebtedness.

Twenty-five million dollars for aviation would be a very
large sum for the Government to expend in all of its activities
along that line. But here is a proposition to expend $25,000,000
in onc of the least important aviation activities. We have a
Iarge amount for the Army, a considerable amount for the Post
Office, and then this huge sum of $25,000,000 for the Navy. We
{have so gotten in the habit of talking about billons of dollars
{that nobody stops to think any more what a million dollars
jamounts to. Am{nlondollarslsathoumdthomnﬂdolm
The gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra], himsedf an
aviator, of whom we are all proud, proposes to reduce the sum

$15,000,000. That in itself is an enormous sum of money.
Let us have some sanity. Nebody will be the loser if no money
is expended in the Navy for aviation except for mere mainte-
nance. Let us get back to bedrock and know where we stand
befommmdmeaeenormsmotme@chasm
\phantoms, [Applause.]

‘nnd maintenance of aircraf sta ﬂmmmqmma.mry
.elastic system of construction in “Some of these departments.
‘Whether that will authorize the purchase of land for the estab-

of
‘lishment of a factory I do not know, but all of the aviation
services of the Government ought in truth to (

in one place, and if they ean not be, then they all ought to be |

established upon an ¢ basis. [Applausc.]

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. MANN. If I have time.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Under the act we passed a year ago,
known as the Overman Aet, to eonsolidate the activities of the
various depariments, could not authority be given to one bureau
or department to attend to the manufacture and production of

aircraft?

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether that authority is in the
Overman Act or not. It is net material whether it is or not,
because it is not and will net be exercised if it is in this act. -

Mr. HUMPHREYS., It is material in this, that if it be in the -
act, it shows that Congress at least has done all that it ean do.

Mr. MANN. Congress has done all that it could do about
gﬂaxn, even to indulging in flights of eratory on the subject—

ot air.

Mr. HUMPHREYS.
done.

Mr, TOWNER. JMr. Chairman, I think that all of the mem-
bers of the committee can understand very readily that the use
of the aneroplane by the Navy Department is, after all, only an
adaptation for marine purposes of the aireraft that we have
been developing on all lines in the United States and elsewhere.
It is not a thing that pertains exclusively to the Navy. It is
not a thing that pertains primarily to the Navy. It does not

Yes; I think, perhaps, that has been over-

‘require for its development a large separate appropriation. We

know, as everyone does, that the larger use of the aeroplane
will be made by the Army. We know, as everyone does, that
another department of the Government—the Post Office Depart-
ment—is also developing the aeroplane. In my judgment, at
this time, $25,000,000 would be enough for all of these depart-
ments in the development of aeroplanes and in the building of
them, when we take into consideration those that we already
have on hand and the present state of the art, and also take
into consideration the large demand that will be made for pri-
vate uses and purposes of the aeroplane. It occurs to me, and
I think it will to the country, that to give now this large lump-
sum appropriation, amounting te $25,000,000, to the Navy Depart-
ment would be ridiculous. It would be considered a reckless ex-
penditure of money. We have the statement by the chairman of
the committee that there is no showing of necessity; that there
is no itemization ef amounts that will indicate where this money
is to be expended. It is a temptation to needless expenditure to

put this vast sum of money into the hands of the Secretary of

the Navy. No man on the floor of this House could justify him-
self before his constituents or the country in such Iavish expendi-
ture of money.

We have always held in the House to the belief that lump-sum
appropriations ought not to be made whenever they can be
avoided. In this ecase I venture to say there is no excuse for
this apprepriation in a lump-sum appropriation. The Secretary
of the Navy ought to have told the committee and the country
how the $25,000,000 was to be expended—how much for this,
how much for that, how mueh for every item—so that we could
determine primarily and the counfry ultimately whether or not
it was extravagant in any particular. The time has come when
Congress must revert again to that salutary rule that demands
statements from these various departments with regard to the
expenditures of the country. Now, when we are burdened by
the greatest debt we have ever attempted to carry, and when the
wulsover.whenweoushtmmback,asmbeansusgmmd
here, as rapidly as let us do it by demand-
ing of every expenditure that is asked for by any department of
the Government that they shall explain particularly item by
item what they want the money for.

I shall support gladly, and I belleve every member of the
committee ought to support gladly, the reduetion of this amount

 to $15,000,000. I certainly hope the amendment will be adopted

by the committee,

The CHAIRMAN. May the Chair ask the gentleman from
Tennessee a question? Did the Chair understand the gentle-
man from Tennessee to offer a substitute?

Mr. PADGETT. No.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered

by the gentleman from New York.
The

was faken, and the amendment was agreed to.
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which
I wish to effer.
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 5, line 15, insert: “And pgtmkd- further, That no part of ¢his

amro riatlon shall be used for ction of a factory for the
ture of acroplanecs.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
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The Clerk read as follows:

State marine schools: To reimburse the State of New York, $25,000,
the State of Massachusetts, $25,000, and the State of Washington,
,$25,000, for expenses incurred in the maintenance and suggrt of marine
schools in those States in accordance with section 2 of act entitled
“An act for the establishment of marine schools, and for other purposes,”
approved March 4, 1911 ; in all, $75,000.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word and ask unanimous consent to proceed to dis-
cuss the preceding paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that he may proceed to discuss the preceding

. paragraph. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the committee
accepted, I think without a dissenting vote, the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York cutting the provision
for experimental work in development of aviation for naval pur-
poses from $25,000,000 to $15,000,000, a direct saving to the
Government and the people of the United States, who have to pay
the taxes and buy the loans, of $10,000,000. In this connection I
desire to call attention to the fact that for four or five days re-
cently we discussed the river and harbor bill, to which great
objection was made, and that bill was made up of a variety of
items—400, 500, or 600, every appropriation specified. A contest
on the floor over some of the appropriations involving as much as
the monumental sum of $1,000 for the improvement of a stream
took up much of our valuable time. Gentlemen tore themselves
into shreds opposing suggestions that we should appropriate
$5,000 for the dredging of a certain stream that might encourage
the commerce of the country even in a small degree. That
appropriation bill, so much opposed that the newspapers of the
country actually referred to it, carried only $26,000,000; and yet
there was scarcely a State in the Union—there was certainly
no coast line—that was not directly interested in that bill and
the specific items which it carried. Subsequently we had before
us the Agricultural appropriation bill, a bill in which every
farmer of the country is interested, a bill that carried para-
graphs relating to the production and distribution of our food
supply, a bill that interested every producer and every con-
sumer in the land, That bill earried, if I recollect aright, about
$31,000,000.

These two bills, I say, were contested upon this floor, in one
instance the contest raging for nearly four days. The vast
interests involved were pointed out in the bills. We knew
where the money was going; we knew how it was to be ex-
pended; we knew it could be checked up, and it was checked
up; vet here to-day, in a few minutes, without any discussion,
apparently, with the newspapers taking no notice, in a para-
graph of a few lines, it is proposed to sweep into the power
of a single bureau the right to expend $25,000,000, an amount
equivalent to nearly all we appropriated in the river and
harbor bill, almost as much as we appropriated in the Agri-
cultural bill, in which the entire country is interested. I think
it is a duty to point out the ease with which a great depart-
ment of the Government, under stress of war necessity, may
work into an appropriation bill and work over the Congress a
tremendous appropriation to be expended at t{he will of a
bureau when specified legitimate expenditures are so difficult
to obtain.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

‘Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think it is important to
call attention to this strange condition that prevails in a legis-
lative bedy in connection with aviation, not by way of reflec-
tion upon the Navy Department, which has not been criticized,
so far as I have observed, for its conduct of aviation up to date,
but because of the unusual proceeding in the War Depart-
ment, which resulted in the exoneration of one Col. Deeds,
who had been placed in charge of a part of the expenditure of
$640,000,000 for aviation for war purposes, after he had been
brought to the bar by a former justice of the Supreme Court
of the United States appointed by the President to investigate,
and who was supported in his findings by the Attorney Gen-
eral. I do not hesitate to say that in the case of Col. Deeds
and the expenditure of that $640,000,000, for which, according
to the Senate report, we did not secure a single combat plane
in France, the results were not such as to inspire congressional
eonfidence in lump-sum appropriations.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, what I shall say is
applicable to a clause of the bill which comes later: but it
seems proper it should have some consideration in advance, so

that the defect in the bill which I shall point out may be reme-
died. I am very much dissatisfied with the fact that this bill
provides no means whereby the enlisted men of the Navy can
get relief—whereby men who are in the Navy and, now that
the war is over, have business elsewhere can get out,

A great many of these boys volunteered and went into the
Navy because they did not want to be conscripted. That was
their business; they should not be discriminated against be-
cause of that fact. They see that their brothers who were con-
scripted into the Army are being discharged by wholesale,
whereas they themselves are being retained for service. And
this bill gives them no relief whatever. There is no provision
in it that will hasten discharges of these enlisted men, and
there is no way by which they can get out after the bill is
passed any more than they can get out now.

It is true that the bill reduces the enlisted personnel for the
next fiscal year to 180,000, or something about like that, but
it does not provide that the boys who enlisted for the war and
who expected to be discharged upon the termination of the
war shall be discharged. They may be retained in service at
the will of the Secretary of the Navy, and may be kept as a
part of the 180,000 enlisted personnel that is to be retained.

Mr. VENABLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. For a question. ;

Mr. VENABLE. The bill does carry a provision that those
whlz'::ém for four years, between certain dates, shall be dis-
e A :

Mr. HUDDLESTON. The bill carries this provision : !

Any enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps who, since Agrll T

}2&:& and before ll!\;g\rembﬁr E’, 1918, mtm Bor the period o }{our
I , upon a) cation, made ecretary of the
on or before July 1, 1918, be held 808 construed te bive “for

the duration of the war and granted an honorable discharge.

In other words, the men who enlisted after war was declared
are put upon a plane of equality, if this bill is passed, with
those who were permitted to enlist for the “ duration of the
war” only. But what I am complaining of is that all of these
men, no matter of what enlistment, may be held until after
peace is formally declared and the end of the war proclaimed
by the President, which may be 6 or 12 months hence. All the
boys who are now in the Navy, and who are marking time in
an otermanned fleet, doing absolutely nothing, can be kept there
until a certain period, as provided by law, after the President
has proclaimed the end of the war.

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman permit me for a moment?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Certainly.

Mr. PADGETT. I put in the REcorp last night, just as they
were adjourning, a letter which I received yesterday from Ad-
miral Blue, Chief of the Burean of Navigation, setting out at
length what was being done and what the directions were, and
you will find it on pages 2785 and 2786 of the Recorp of Wednes-
day. He says: !

The department has up to date directed the release of 40 per cent of
the reserves, 40 tger cent of the men who enlisted for the war only, and
20 per cent of the regular four-year men who enlisted since the begin-
ning of the war. i

And then he says further: i

In additlon to this orders have gone out during the last few days to
release all the Naval Reserve men and men enlisted for the war only
who are now undergoing training at the training stations and at trade
schools, if they so request.

We have also ordered the release of 20,000 men of the Naval Reserve
and men enlisted for the war who are performing shore duties at the
varlous naval districts. y

He goes on to say that he really does not know how he is going
to maintain sufficient to operate the ships and bring the ships
home. And only this morning Capt. Taussig told me that if that
provision which has just been read, and which is in the bill, goes
into effect, he does not know how the Navy is going to operate
ships in order to bring the boys home.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman
for calling my attention to the letter. Of course, we have all
had occasion to take this matter up with the Navy Department
from day to day. I have the occasion about fifty times a day,
when boys who are my constituents write to me asking me to
do something for them. Of course, I do not always actually,
take the matter up with the department, for things are so run
that a mere Member of Congress can do little except go through
the motion. But the department usually gives me a polite reply,
affording practically the same information the gentleman from.
Tennessee has given. We hate ordered substantially 40 per cent
out of the Navy, but what about the other 60 per cent?

Mr. PADGETT. We ean not turn everybody out.
says here:

In case of there being more applicants than can be released under the
authorized percentages, those to be released will be declded by lot.

And he
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Mr. HUDDLESTON. If that is the rule, it is a very recent
one. My information is—and the gentleman speaks as though
there was some doubt about those who want to get out not
exceeding 40 per cent—that a month ago T0 per cent of the
Navy had applied for discharges. I have no doubt that 90
per cent have applied up to this time.

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman permit? Do you think
we ought to discharge every man that asks to be discharged
from the Navy and leave the Navy impotent and wrecked?
What would we do with our ships? How would we bring the
Dboys back? We are operating troopships for the Army, and
every day we see in the papers where they are bringing back
thousands of men. It is going to continue for months in order
to get back the 2,000,000 men over there. Shall we discharge
every man in the Navy and tie the ships up, with nobody to take
care of them?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. That is not the only alternative pre-
sented.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, it is. We are taking in about 1,600 a
week of new recruits, but they have to be sent to naval training
stations and trained three or four months before they can be
put oh the ships.

‘Mr. HUDDLESTON. The gentleman leads me quite a dis-
tance from what I wanted to say, but I am going back to it just
as if he had not done so. -

Eighty or ninety per cent have applied for release. All of
these men enlisted “ for the duration of the war.” The war is
over. They are entitled to get home. Now, the thing to do is
to go out and get some new men into the Navy if these men
who are there do not want to stay in it. The gentleman as-
sumes that they have discharged 40 per cent. I tell him
that 40 per cent have not been discharged. I do not know
the exact figure, but I will guarantee there have not been over
25 to 30 per cent discharged.

There will be no robbing of the Navy of such of its efficiency
as is required for these times—the war is over—merely because
00 per cent of the men are discharged. We had over 500,000
men in the Navy when the armistice was signed. Fifty per
cent of them would be only 250,000. The gentleman must not
go astray on the thought that our Navy is charged with bring-
ing back our soldiers from France. They have nothing fo do
with our transport system. That belongs to the Army.

Mr, PADGETT. I would like to say to the gentleman, on the
contrary——

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Oh, I beg the gentleman not to in-
terrupt the train of my thought. The Navy is not charged
with the duty of bringing our soldiers back from France. It
is true that some of our battleships are being used, as I am
informed, against the advice of the higher naval officers, in
bringing back some troops from France, But such troops are
comparatively few in number and these ships are doing little
good at that use.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. HUDDLESTON.
five minutes more.

‘The CHAIRMAN.
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. The discharge of G0 per cent of the
Navy will not in any wise handieap the bringing of our soldiers
back from France. The truth of the matter is that the Navy
Department does not want to let these enlisted men of the
Navy go. The Navy Department wants to keep them there.
There are a thousand reasons why they should be let go and very
few, if any, good reasons why they should be retained in the
service. The best reason for the discharge of these men is that
they enlisted with the understanding that they should go home
about their business when the war was over, Now we are
holding them on a legal technicality, on the ground that peace
has not been formally proclaimed. Well, our Navy was over-
manned when the war was on. It is still overmanned. There
is no good reason whatever for keeping in active commission
a great many of the vessels. We turned back to their private
owners something like a thousand vessels when the war closed.
I submit, gentlemen, that we could easily dispense with all of
the enlisted men of the Navy down fo the minimum that the
gentleman has put in this bill—that is to say, 180,000—less than
200,000—and let these boys go home and no harm would be
done to the Navy and the transporting home of our soldiers
from France not be delayed to any substantial extent.

We ought to hurry up and make a more diligent effort to re-
cruit the Navy. Millions of men are being turned out of the
Army looking for jobs and there is an oversupply of labor the
country over, and the duty is on the Navy Department to get

I ask unanimous consent to proceed for

Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-

new men and put them into the Navy in place of those boys who
have got something to do at home. -

It is nearly impossible to get discharges, according to the
reports, and the reports that come to me are unanimous. It is
almost impossible to get the boys out on account of the whims
of their officers. Under the rules of the department those who
apply for discharges are divided into three classes: First, those
who have dependents; they are given the preference. The next
class is those who have urgent business reasons for desiring their
discharge; they are given the second preference. The third
class is those who want to finish their eduecation; and they also
are given a preference. What about the fellow who wants to be
out simply because he wants to be out? Why should he not be
given some consideration? He has the same right to be dis-
charged as anybody else, and he should not be forced to depend
on the arbitrary discretion of the Secretary of the Navy or the
whim of some little officer somewhere who fears that he will
reduce his own importance by reducing the number of men
under his command.

There are men in every port, in every station, in every office,
who could well be spared, men who are practically doing noth-
ing. They are sitting there, simply warming their chairs. I
do not know why they are kept there. The men themselves say
they do not know. There are men in the Naval Officers’ Reserve
who want to get out, and they do not know why they are held.
I was told by an assistant paymaster of the Navy a few days
ago, who had been trying for 60 days to get out so that he might
go back to his family and his business, that when his relief
finally came he told him that there were 60 boys at the same
station he had come from, all graduates of the paymasters’
school, who had been there for a month or more and had not
done a stroke of work, and most of them were pleading for
discharges.

I say that the good faith of this great Nation is pledged to let
every man out of the Army and the Navy as quick as it.is
reasonably safe to do so. I say that the man who enlisted for
the duration of the war ought to be discharged. We ought not
to have accepted these men for the duration of the war unless
we meant to let them go when the war was over. But we ac-
cepted them. They have the moral right to be allowed to get
out.

Thousands of mothers and fathers throughout the country are
urging their Representatives in Congress to help them in getting
their sons out of the Navy. They have to go through an intri-
cate formula, and supplement it with technical affidavits, and
then the application may be put in a pigeonhole for months, and
finally some little officer says, * Your reasons are not sufliciently
stated, and we can not let you go.” :

That is what the boys are up against in this country. Some-
thing ought to be done. We ought to have some relief from it.
Something should be done by this committee. Some provision
to that end should be put into this bill by amendment or other-
wise. Something should be done to keep the faith of this
Nation with those who enlisted to fight the battles of the country
on land and sea. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has again expired.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for three minutes out of order.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from DMississippi asks
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes out of order. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I suppose I, in common
with everybody else; would like to see the boys get out as soon
as possible, both in the Army and in the Navy. If we should
%Ive preference to anybody, it would be the boys who are now in

rance.

I wanted to ask a question. The gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. HuppresTox] stated that the boys who enlisted in the Navy
during the war are not to a very considerable extent being used
in the transport service for the purpose of bringing the soldiers
back home., I wish just to preface my remarks by saying that L
think the boys ought to be kept in the Navy if it is necessary, and -
as long as it is necessary during the duration of the war, to get
the boys back from France, and I would like the gentleman from
Tennessee to give me that information.

Mr. PADGETT. It is not only necessary, but the Navy is
operating the troop transports of the Army, manning them by
officers and enlisted men, and operating them; and only within
the last few weeks they have been notified to be prepared to
officer and man between 20 and 30, as I remember—more than
20—ships recently taken over under the distribution from the
Germans, to be used to bring the troops back, and they are so
using thousands and thousands of men.
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Only this morning I was talking with Capt. Taussig, who is in
charge of the enlisted personnel in the Navy, who said they were
releasing them as fast as they could, but that they were eon-
fronted with the condition that if so many got eut as it appeanred
were going to be authorized fo go out by the legislation in this
bill, they would be in a situation where they would not be able
to eperate the ships to bring the boys back from France.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Would the result then be that the sol-
diers who sre now in France would be required to stay there
longer?

Mr. PADGETT. IEither to stay there longer or the Govern-
ment would have to provide other ships from other countries
and bring them baek in ships from other countries.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Can the Government do that last thing?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not knew of any way to do it except to
hire ships, and whether they can get themr or not E do not know.
I do net think it is a practical thing, I do not think it is an advis-
able thing, and the country ought not to be put in the condition
where it would be confronted with that sitmation. The letter
that I put im last night, of which I read a portien awhile ago,
shows that the Navy is liberally discharging these men.

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unamimouns consent to
proceed for five: minutes out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous epnsent to proceed for five minutes out of erder. Is there
ebjection?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose I-have em an
werage as many applications for discharges frem the Army
and the Navy as any man in the House, and I suppose that I have
gone to as mueh personal trouble in looking affer those appli-
ecations as possibly any other man, with few exceptions, and I
have had some cases that I thonght myself, looking at them
solely and alone from the side of the soldier or the sailor,
were deserving of prompt action on the part ef the depart-
ment, resulting in the discharge of the men.

But I have always tried to bear in mind the fact that it
was practieally a physical impoessibility for the department
here in Washington to adjudicate and decide each individual
case as it arose, thot necessarily from the very nature of the
problem they had to deal with these men more or less en masse.
I realize, furthermore, that the problem of demobilization in
the Navy is a totally different one from that in the Army. We
speak of men in the Navy as being sailors. As a matter of
fact they are nof sailors at all. They are skilled gunners,
gkilled machinists, skilled engineers, skilled mechanics of all
kinds, and whenever you discharge an undue propertion of men
fn any of the classifications of the service, you put the battle-
ship out of commission just as eflectually as if you had dis-
charged the whole crew.” If you discharge all of your gun-
ners aboard ship, for all practical purposes it ceases to be a
battleship. If you discharge all your firemen, the ship can net
sail. If you discharge all of your eleetrieians, very soon your
turrets and your gunnery machinery and your lighting ptant
are out of commission.

Mr. PADGETT. And if you discharge enough to make any
department inefficient, the same thing is true.

Mr. VENABLE. If you discharge them to the extent where
you only partially disable the ship, the ship fer all practieal
purposes is out of commission. So when applications come in
for the discharge ef an undue proportion of men in any line of
naval activity aboard a vessel, there is not only to be taken
into consideration the merits of the individual ease, but also
the interest of the country gemerally. And surely no one would
urge that we should pursue a pelicy whieh would praetically
dismantle your whole fleet. Until hearing from my friend
from Alabama [Mr. Huporestox] I would net have thought
that it would be argued as earnestly and sinecerely and with as
much seriousness as he has doubtless argned it that beeause
there has been an actual eessation of hestilities, for that reason
there is & moral obligation upon the Govermment to discharge
these men irrespective of whether their services are impera-
tively needed by the Government or mot. Of course when the

to discharge a man when it needs him and his retention is

a$

aeccording to the terms of his enlistment. If a moral obligation
arises, it arises from the existence of an agreement or a con-
tract.

Mr. McKEOWN., WIll my friend yield?

Mr. VENABLE. With pleasure.

Mr. McKEOWN. Are there not many men in the service of
the Navy who are not abeard ship; and who are mot being used

| In
U5 the " Shipping  Boa

?um. uv?e to be carefully provided for,

to transport soldiers from abroad, who eould be .
and ought not such men who have dependents to be discharged?
Mr. PADGETT. That has been oerdered, exactly, in gress.

Mr. McKEOWN. But is it not true that the orders emansat-
ing from Washington are not having much effect with the com-
manding officers?

My, VENABLE. If my friend will allow me to reply to him,
I think that there are many men in the service, pessibly, whe,
on the merits of their individual eases, might be discharged,
and I want to say that I believe as soon as the department ean
work out its plans fer ihe discharge of those men and for the
determination of the merits of those cases they will be dis-

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VENABLE. I ask for three minutes more,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimeus consent
that his time be extended three minutes. Is there objeetion?

There was no objection.

. VENABLE. Now, we go down to the departments here
in Washingion and we present the facts of a particular case
The department here can net, to save its life, know w
the discharge of a particular man will cripple the efficiency of
a ship or mot. Prompted by that reason and others of a sub-
sidiary charaeter, it was decided to leave the determination of
these questions to the commanders of the fleet; because not
only must the merits of the ease be taken into consideration,
but also the needs of the Govermment. And permit me to say
right here, almest anybody can get up in the Congress and ex-
press.a sense of pain. Almost anybody ean get up in the Con-
gress amd eriticize. Almost anybody ean get up in the Con-
gress and denounce a certain course of conduet. But, permit
me to say, I do net belleve that should ever be done except
where the Member has the facts; and then it eught not to be
done by denunciation of the entire department and system,

ng condemnation wpon inmocent and efficient men, but by
the tixing of responsibility upen the man who is at fault; De-
eause indiseriminate eriticism, the charge that eertain things
are being done, without proof of the faets, goes forth from this
bedy to the eountry as though it was sustained, although it
may not be sustained by the faets. Beeause a Member of Con-

| gress has said so, they therefore take it as true, and you create

all over the eountry a wave of discontent that exeites prejudice
against the service. The naval serviee of the United States is
neither Democratic nor Republiean; it is American. It results
in hurm to the serviee and serious embarrassment to the chief
of the d here.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VENABLE. I will. ;

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does the gentleman think the particu-
lar thing calenlated to exeite prejudice against the Navy pow
is holding the men who enlisted during the war te perform
services which have no relation to war, but are mere matters
of convenience te the Government, for the purpose of keeping
ships in command, not to bring troops home from France, but
simply te keep them in command?

Mr. VENABLE. I have never received any proof that offi-
cials of the Navy were arbitrarily holding anybody. There
may be individual cases, which I think will be taken care of as
soon as they are worked out by the department. :

Mr. PADGETT. Chairman, I want to give the House
another pertiem of a letter. I ealled up Admiral Blue and
asked him fo give me an official statement, which he did, and I
put it in the Recorp yesterday :

The department has up to date divected the release of 40 per cent

of the reserves, 40 per cent of the men who enlisted for the war enly,
and 20 per eent of the regular four-year men who enlisted since the

of the war.
s these releases, commanding oflicers of ships and stations
Pontent epem Thote ARt SOCOEl. B SO S G Loy
e a 3 n o
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relessed
decided lot. Naturally the de the
officers on gepmeral orders from the bureau, as it would be
ble for the bureau to handle the individual cases,
addition fo this, orders have gone out during the last few days
to release all the Naval Reserve men and men enlisted for the war
u.l&whn are new undergoing traiming at the training stations and at
trade schools, if 80
- We have also red the release of 20,000 men of the Naval Ite-
serve and men enlisted for the war who are performing shore dutics
at the various naval districts.
The Mmummwewﬁw&emwnhﬂmu
S00n as but it is cenfronted the propesition of placing
ssion some 38 to 40 large vessels to be used as tranports in
from Franee. A nomber of eargo ships bel
rd are mlso being manned. As you can
activities of the Navy, as well as those in
otherwise they would have
(3 i j i
It is hoped that hy the 20th of February we will have demobilized at
least half of the remaining personnel on shore after the releases above
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deseribed have taken place. From February 20 to March 1 we will

_obtain detailed statements from all stations in regard to the number

of men remaining available. This we shall have to do in order to
ascertain where we stand in regard to personnel.

In the meantime we are recruiting men as fast as our facilities will
permit. They seem to be coming in now at the rate of about 1,600
& week. This will of course help us out in the matter of demobilizafion,
but naturally we will not really feel the effect of this for several
months, for the reason that the mew men coming in are recrunits and
must be trained before being sent to the ships,

Mr. HUDDLESTON. WIill the gentleman yield? Hy

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. All these men spoken of there, the 40
per cent, and then those in addition may obviously be dis-
charged with entire consistency, but what I want to know is
if it can be done within 30 days why should it not have been
done 60 days ago? There has not been a change of a hair in
the circumstances.

Mr, PADGETT. O, yes; there has; we had something like
2,000 ships in the Navy when the armistice was signed, and
many of those are being turned back and gotten rid of. It
could not be done in a jiffy. To carry out the proposal of the
gentleman from Alabama would wreck the Navy and bring
riot in this country, because we would not have men to bring
back the troops from France.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired
and all time has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Care of lepers, ete., island of Guam : Naval station, Island of Guam:
Muaintenance ané care of lepers, spev!al patients, and for other pur-
poses, including cost of transfer of lepers from Guam to the island
of Culion, in the Philippines. and their maintenance, $20,000,

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: I do not care
what the legal phase is, this war is over; the war between the
JUnited States of America and Germany has ceased. That Em-
pire has made an unconditional surrender. It has yielded up
all of the essential instruments of war, and that war is as
much over as the war between the States is over. Now, that
is the fact about it. Unless you are going to have compulsory
military service without an act of Congress in time of peace
you ought to turn these soldiers and sailors who enlisted for
the period of the war loose. If you do not do it you hold them
upon a bare technicality, because the war is over; the German
flag has been lowered, its armies have capltulated with an
unconditional surrender.

Congress ought to have the nerve and honesty, if it believes

in compulsory military and naval service, to put it to a vote,
‘but this thing of holding men in the Army and the Navy after
ithe war is over, after the enemy's flag is hauled down, after
‘the enemy’s power has been exhausted, is a cheat upon the
selective-draft act passed by this Congress.
. Now, that is the fact about it. You have no more legislative
right, nor moral right, to hold these fellows in the Army and
the Navy, who were conscripted for the war, than you have a
right to hold a man in prison after the issuance of a writ of
habeas corpus. If you want them against their will to serve
in n time of peace, pass a law for compulsory military and
naval service, because every man, woman, and child in the
world knows that the war between our country and Germany
is a thing of the past, a thing that has passed into history. It
does not exist to-day because of the unconditional surrender of
the German forces and the taking away of every power to make
war.

Mr. HUMPHREYS.

Mr. DIES. Yes. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS, The war is not entirely over so far as
the soldiers who did the fighting and won the victory are con-
It will not be over for
,them until they get back home. The gentleman does not believe
t].uu: the men ought to be permitted to get out of the Navy if it
15 necessary to keep them in the Navy in order to bring these
soldiers back to the United States, does he?

Mr. DIES. No; but I will tell my friend what he ought to
keep in his mind, and that is the demand of every officer to
have somebody to command, the demand of every man with
shoulder straps and a star to have some of his boys and my
boys that he may commmnd them, and it is the gentleman’s
duty to see that they are demobilized and brought back to their
peaceful pursuits and not kept there in order that they may
maintain rank in the Army or the Navy.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr, Chairman, I am talking about
privates, although I have no prejudice in the world against the
men who held commissiong, Incidentally, more commissioned
men, so far as that is concerned, in proportion to their numbers
were killed on the battle field than men who did not have com-
misslons, but that is neither here nor there. Confine it to the

Will the gentleman yield?

-private soldier-in France to-day, who went over the top, who

made the sacrifice, who suffered much more than did the boys
in the Navy, although the boys in the Navy were willing to
suffer. Would it be fair, would it be proper, to demobilize the
Navy to-day if that Navy is necessary to bring back from
France the soldiers, the privates, and let the commissioned
officers remain there?

Mr. DIES. Just what figure the Navy cuts in bringing back
the privates is more than I understand.

Mr. PADGETT. I just called attention to the fact that they,
have to man 38 or 40 new ships coming in, and they are man-
ning and operating to-day numbers of ships for the Army,
bringing back the soldiers, and they are using battleships and
cruisers to bring them back.

Mr. DIES. I do not trust the officers to turn the men loose.
I trust Congress to do that, to see to it that when the war is
over the gallant sons of America shall come back to their homes,
The man of power wants more power ; the man at the head of a:
committee wants more appropriations and more dignity. An
officer wants more men to command, and I say that these boys
who enlisted in the Army and the Navy for the duration of the
war ought to be demobilized and allowed to go back home,
because the war is over, and every honest man knows that the
war with Germany is over.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. And I wonld call further attention to
the fact that the excuse of keeping these boys in the service of
the Navy to bring the boys back from France is a mere subter-
fuge. There is no reason in the world, if they need men to man
the Navy, why they ean not go into the labor market and hire
these men after they are discharged.

Mr. PADGETT. It would take three months——

Mr. HUDDLESTON. You are forcing them to do it now.
Give them a chance to act like American citizens.

Mr, DIES. I do not care what you need. In time of peace,
under your present system, you are entitled to keep every vol-
unteer enlistment in either the Army or the Navy only so long
as the war exists. Every man knows that the war is over and
you can not honestly keep them in against their will.

Mr. VENABLE. Mr., Chairman, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Dies] bases his whole argument, as 1 understand it, on
the proposition that since a large proportion of the men in the
Navy enlisted for the period of the war, and since the actual
fighting is over, therefore the cessation of actual fighting is
tantamount to the end of the war, and hence, the war being over,
these men under the terms of their contract are entitled to be
released ; that holding them further in the service is a viola-
tion of their contract and a violation of a moral obligation upon
the part of the Government; therefore the question is, Is the
cessation of fighting an end of the war? I know these young
men enlisted to serve their country in their country's hour of
need, and I do not believe that any of them would insist on
their discharge if they believed that the country still needed
them, and the reason they are asking for a diseharge is because
they do not believe that the need any longer exists. But the
question is, Does the need exist?

The testimony before the committee was that it did. Peace
terms have yet to be formulated and submitted to the German
Empire. We hardly think that Germany will resist, but no man
knows, and a state of war exists until all of the questions in the
situation which might give rise to actual hostilities have been
settled. It would be a part of folly, in my judgment, because
there was actual cessation of fighting to take that as equivalent
peace, and to demobilize our armed forces and thus invite
a renewal of hostilities by our enemy. If that be true of the
Navy it is equally true of the Army. It seems to me ridiculous
that this country should at once by act of Congress demobilize
every soldier in the National Army in France and Germany and
discharge them from any further military discipline or oblig‘a-
tion.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VENABLE. Because if the war be over, it is as much
over for the soldier as for the sailor. That is the logic of the
gentleman’s argument. I yield.

Mr. DIES. Does my friend from Mississippi think that the
Imperial German Empire or the German Republic, or whatever
government they form there, will be weaker or stronger a year
or two or three or four from now than it is now?

Mr. VENABLE. I think they are weaker now.

Mr. DIES. If they are weaker now, if you keep an army

there now, how much greater arwy will you keep there one, or
two, or three, or four years in the future?

Mr. VENABLE. You will not keep any there, because you
will have settled the terms of peace, and as I believe the allies
will keep an army there until the terms are put into execution
as far as possible.




2842

I—————,_

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY G,

Mr. DENISON. Suppose it should require a year before we
ean arrive at a settlement of this so-called league of nations,
and suppose our commissioners should say that there shall be
no peace until that is settled, does the gentleman think that we
are in duty bound to keep these soldiers in the service until the
question of the league of nations is settled?

Mr. VENABLE. We are not doing that; we are demobilizing
the Army and the Navy as fast as practicable in view of the
situation.

But the gentleman ean not draw me away from a discussion
of what I am trying to develop to a discussion of the league of
nations. The argument of the gentleman from Texas was based
upon the assumption that the cessation of actual hostilites was
tantamount to peace; that under the terms of enlistment these
men in the Navy, when peace came, were entitled to their dis-
charge. If that is true, there wounld hardly be any man either
in the Navy or armed force of the United States, according to
the logic of his contention, who should not be demobilized at
once. When you apply that eonclusion to the Army in France,
the unsoundness of it, in view of practical events, is immedi-
ately manifest. The same thing is true, I believe, under the
facts, as regards the naval forces of the country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippl. Mr.
Ohairman, the discussion that has been going on here shows
conclusively what an awful blunder the President made when
he went over to France and left Congress here fo flounder
around in the mud.

Mr, CHANDLER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United
States is now in France, and the ability of Congress to transact
the business of this Government without the presidential “ big
stick ™ is now on trianl. The guestion that confronts us now
is whether Congress is able to pass legislation efficiently, effec-
tively, and as speedily when the President is away as it does
when the President is in the country and telling Congress what
to do and how to do it

That guestion is now squarely up to Congress.

Many Members in the past have complained that the Presl-
dent has dictated to Congress, has bossed Congress, and some
have gone as far as to state that the President has usurped
the functions of Congress.

If this was improperly done by the President in the past,
now is the time to prove that it was wrongfully done, by for-
mulating our own legislative policy.

If Congress can do business as efficiently and as effectively
when the President is away as when he is here, I know of no
better time to prove it than right now.

Yes; now while he is away let Congress show the country
that it has policies, that it does not have to be bossed or led
or driven or coerced.

If we do not pass the appropriation bills and necessary legis-
lation before the 4th day of March, 1919, it will conclusively
prove that all the ecriticisms that have been hurled against
Congress in the past by the press of the country, by public
speakers, and by the public in general is true.

It will at least show that Congress needs some leadership,

If we are fo have leadership, that leadership should emanate
in Congress, not oufside of Congress.

If there is to be an exira session, place the responsibility
for ealling it upon the President.

It is our duty, our plain and imperative duty, with the con-
stitutional notice that our lives as Members of the Sixty-fifth
Congress die on March 4 at noon, to clear the legislative decks
of such important matters that are expected of us by the people.

P'rocrastination should be sidetracked and real earnest work
given to important measures that they may be disposed of be-
fore the expiration of this Congress, and the people of this
country relieved of the expensive burden of an extraordinary
session. '

1t is the duty of Congress to see to it that all legislation
necessary to keep the wheels of government going is enacted by
Mareh 4, 1919, )

We can not assume that the DIresident will eall an exira
session,

We should not force him to call an extra session.

We should not confess our weakness by failing to enact at
this session of Congress the legislation usually enacted, and
tegislation that necessarily must be enacted.

The people of this country will not take kindly to any con-
duct on the part of Congress that tends to force an extra ses-
sion and keep the country in that state of unrest that usually
attends a long session of Congress,

What the people of this country want is a rest from con-
gressional activities.

It seems to me that it would be much better for the business
;ﬂ the country and for the labor of the country if we legislated
ess,

The President by virtue of his veto power is coordinate with
the legislative branch, but the writers of the Constitution in-
tended to place the responsibility of legislation upon Congress,
which is the direct representative of the people.

The country wants Congress to enact necessary legislation
and adjourn.

If we do not do this the
responsible. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION.

people of this country .wlll hold us

enlisted men and apprentice ses
With subsistance and travefecs rn oty aent st
lien thereof ; transportation to thelr homes, if residents to? the
States, of enlisted men and apprentice seamen discha cal
survey, with subsistence and transfers en route, or cash in lieu thereof =
transgrtat!on of sick or insane enlisted men and apprentice seamen to
hospitals, with subsistence and transfers en route, or cash in lien
thereof ; transportation of enlisted men of the Naval Reserve TForece to
and from duty, with subsistence and transfers en route, or eash in llen
thereof ; transportation of civillan officers and crews of naval auxilia-
ries; apprebension and delivery of deserters and stragglers and for
raillway guldes and other expenses incident to transportation y expenses
of recruiting for the naval service; rent of rendezvous and expenses of
taining the same; rental, maintenance, operation, exchange, and
repair of motor-propef(ed ger-carrylng wehicles for officlal use;
a rertlsingﬂfor mlmﬂ;notg;iﬂ; u&npgrentice :;mmen: actual and
recruiting parties, §0,000,000. o R ST

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

Mr. Chairman, T have been very much interested in this dis-
cussion in regard to the discharge of men from the Army and
Navy. The people at home do not realize that the question of
recruiting and discharging men from the Army and Navy is an
executive function. As long as peace is not actually signed
there is nobody except the Commander in Chief, and under him
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, who can
do anything about this matter. All that we Members of Con-
gress ean do is to make suggestions and protests. -

Immediately after the signing of the armistice I sent a tele-
gram to both the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the
Navy asking if the men who had dependent families and ‘posi-
tions waiting for them at home might not be given a preference
in the granting of discharges. Other Members of this House
made the same suggestion and request. As a result the Secre-
tary of War and the Secretary of the Navy formulated sets of
rules by which men could get their discharges. The gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. Hupbreston] has referred to these regula-
tions. We were all sent copies of them and were told to tell
the boys that they must file with their commanding officers
applications supported by sworn aflidavits, and that then these
applications would be considered on their merits in accordance
with the pelicy laid down in the regulations. The trouble has
been that the subordinate officers of the Army and Navy have
not in many cases obeyed the regulations that were given them.

In this connection I desire to give the House two instances
which have come to my attention here in Washington within
the last few days. The other morning on my way to the Capitol
a nice-looking sailor boy stopped me on Pennsylvania Avenue
and asked me if I could tell him how he could get in touch with
his Congressman. It was a pleasure to take him with me to the
House Office Building and introduce him to his Member of Con-
gress. On the way up he told me tlie circumstances of his case.

His home was in one of the far Western States, He is now
stationed at one of the shore naval stations—I think at Chatham,
Mass. In other words, he is nof one of the men engaged in
bringing soldiers home from France whom some of my col-
leagues have been talking about. He told me that he had a
wife and three little children at home whom he had net seen
for more than a year, that he had a nice position waiting for
him at home, and that he had filed his applieation with the neces-
sary affidavits with his commanding officer right after the sign-
ing of the armistice, but could zet no satisfaction at all. He
also told me that at that station 82 per cent of the discharges
had been discharges of unmarried men. IHe also stated to me
that he knew of several eases where boys asked they be not dis-
charged beeause they had no home to go to and no position to
return to, but that they were discharged in spite of their re-




R P e e i TR et s e

19392 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORP—HOUSE. 2843

quest, and yet at the same time men who had families and: posi-
tiens waiting for them at liome and who: had made great |
saerifices by giving up positions: which paid them: §100 or $150:
n menth for the sake of serving their country at a salary of
only $30 or $40 a month were utterly unable to obtain: their
di .

The other instance which I have in mind is the case of two:
boys with  whom: I happened to get acquainted recently who
came from the Pacific coast. They enlisted i the marines: at
ihe beginning of the war. They went over to France; where
ihey took part in the severe fighting on the western front,
They were wounded, and returned to this country. After they
were discharged from the hospital they were sent down: to Quan-
tico, and have been there for months; with positions waiting for
iliemy at home, but utterly unahble to get their discharges.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to utter my most emphatic protest ‘;

against this outrageous treatment of our boys in defiance of the |
advertised pelicy of the War and Navy Departments. I be-
lieve—and I know that in expressing this opinion: I veice the |
overwielming sentiment of the people of this country—that those
men. who have got dependent familles and who: lave pesitions.
waiting for them at homne, and partieniarly those who have actu«
ally fought and been wounded in their country's service, should
be discharged immediately from: the military and naval service;
and there is no excuse whatever for not discharging them:
TApplause.}

Myr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike |
Concerning: this: item: of $9,000,000, Bureau: |

out the last werd.
of Navigation,. I should like to ask the chairman: of the com-
mittee if he has any detailed information: about hew this meney
i& to be expended?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; a great deal ef it. It is not only
Tor the purpose of getting new men: in—amd yon see this after-
noon what that means—but it is also to pay transportation of
men discharged baek to their homes: to the place of enlistment..
Capt. Lanning was before the eommittee; and he said that le:
did not think that even $12,000,000 weuld: be sufficient to. carry
on thé work——

Mr. MOORE. of Pennsylvania.
$12,000,000%

. PADGETT. Yes, sir.
. Mr. MOORE: of Pennsylvania.
$0,000,0007 -

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. The Secretary, I believe, reduced: |
it to $10,000,000 and the committee reduced it to $9,000,000.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I direct the gentleman's at-
tention. to that part of the item: which provides for rental, main-
tenanee, operation, exchange, and repair of motor-propelled pas-
senger-carrying vehicles for official use.

Mr. PADGETT. That is their operation, upkeep, and main- |
tenance.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.. That is the peint; rental,
maintenance, operation, exchange, and repair of moter-propelled
passenger-carrying vehicles for official use.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

- Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does tlie gentieman know or
ilo the hearings disclose how much of this $9,000,000 would be
expended for that purpose?

Mr. PADGETZT. No, sir. I ean not tell yom
provision in the bill that prohibits the use of any part for the
purchase of additional machines. And there are motor ears
for official use in the different bureaus. We went into that
very fully in the session last spring, and my reeellection: is that
we bad something like 450 or 475

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In the city of Washington?

Mr. PADGETT. ODb, no; in the United States.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I bave no desire to criticize
ihe Navy Departmment. I am very fond of it. But this item of
maintenance of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles for
official use has come to be the subject of criticism. in regard to
certain departments, theugh. not neeessarily the Navy Depart-
ment. ‘

My, PADGETT. 1 rather think not of the Navy Departinent,
because I never heard any criticismy of that kind.

Mr. MOORE of Penmsylvania.
was asking how much would be expended for this purpose by
the Bureau of Navigation. I want to say to the gentleman

The department asked: for

frankly, and I think the committee is entitled to know, that [

Members of Congress themselves observe that many of these
passenger-carrying vehicles * for official’ use ” are not being used
exclusively in office hours, and some of them are being used
for what appears to be unofficial purposes. 'That is to say, my
attention. has been called to the fact thati some of these ma-
chines, and they are very handsomely finished; they are high-
priced machines, are being used: by the wives and relatives of

And the committee cut it to

But there is a |

I hope not. For that reason I |

the officers: ef the Government, not necessarily naval officers,
! andi that they are being used for social purposes; for which, of
| ourse, this appropriation is not intended.
I have myself obgerved some of these official motor-propelled
| passenger-earrying. vehicles—very expensive ones, limousines,
with the Government coat of arms upon them: and very small
letters to indicate that they were for Government use—drive
up-te department stores and unburden themselves of some ladies
who seem to be out shopping, - T understand that it is possible to
find machines labeled “ for Government use” drawing up to
\some of the places of entertainment in the city of Washington,
| some of them to points at which dinners are given and balls are
held, regardless of the fact that they are Government machines.

Mr. PADGETT. I have not heard any eriticismr of that kind
| in eonmection with the Navy.

Mr; MOORE of Pennsylvania. I say that I lave not heard it
-applied: especially to the Navy, but there are Members of Con-
gress who have called attention to the fact that they have seen
what I myself have seen. I saw one draw up the other morning
before one of the large jewelry establishments o one-of the main
| theroughfares leading to the Capitol, and I saw ladies leave the
| limousine and go- into the store; and yet I noticed: that the coat
1of arms indieated that the limousine belonged! to the Government,
: I do-not think the ecommittee would sanction that.

t Mr. PADSETT! I do not think the criticism would lie against
the Navy.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Nine million dollars is a large
sum of money, although not all of it is to be used for maintaining
motor-propelled’ machines ; but some of it is..

Mr. PADGETT. In the last bill' last spring there was o pro-
- vision limiting the number of machines to be purchased for the
:Unlted States for the: Navy to 115, of which not exceeding 15
lgg,uolgoexceed $500; and' were limited, I think, to £1,800; or, maybe,
2 Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman from

Ténnessee well enough to know that hie would give me a frank
| answer to this question if he knew: any of this $9,000,000 was
 being used’ by officers of the: Government for fhe purpose of
having tle members of the family pay social calls or attend
‘ dances, or for the purposes of making purchases at deparbment
I stores, and would disapprove of that practice.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, indeed; I would. I have inquired about
it and am informed it has not heen. done in the Navy.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not being dene in: the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that.

Mr. DIES, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two
| words.
| Of course it is inevitable that finally, when we enter npon

| this- militaristic career on which we have embarked, that all
these things the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr Moore]
! talks about will happen. Of course you ean not build up a
| military caste in the country withent having all these aunto-
‘ mobiles. flying aboeut that Members of Congress see every day.
You would naturally have that. Let gentlemen console them-
selves, These things are crude and erdinary to start with, but
finally we will pelish: it down to the olid militaristic system
that the world has become:aequainted with in other days.

You take a country gentleman who has grown rich either
in oil or in pork, and he moves to town; of course, he is not
familiar with the customs of society, and he gets about elum-
sily. He gets his vestments: en unhandily, and his whole
movements smack of the rustican. You take a great Republic
like: the United States: and embark it suddenly upon a mili-
taristic eareer, and naturally you would expect incongruity,
just as youw would’ expect incongruity from a man who had- dis-
+ ecovered oil, youw know, and had come to be a millionaire.
Diamonds: npon the hands of women who formerly washed
rclo;,hes and autemobiles for those who had! formerly driven in
| horse carts. And, of course, you take a great Republie, like
it was under Lineoln and Jaekson and Cleveland, and turn. it
(loose: upon: a militaristic career, and you must expeet incon-
| gruous: things and ridiculous: things, almest. Yeou expeet men
 to run about in: automebiles who never owned one.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is interested
(in the discharge of soldiers. [ forgot to say, in connection
with the use of automebiles for sociul purposes, that I have
also been informed that some of these young soldiers who are
competent chauffeurs are held in the service to drive these
Lautomaobiles. :

Mr. DIES, Obh; to be sure. That is a part of the atmesphere
of the military easte. 1 see them down at the humble hotel

E
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where I stop. The boy probably, the son of a man in Illinois
who defended the Union, or the son of a man in.Mississippi

who gave his life for the Confederacy, drives some little satrap.

up to the hotel, and he stands there with his hands behind him
while his master pays his respects to some maiden or dances
with some dilettante in the hall. We should expect that in
militarism.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. We might hasten the de-
mobilization if we discharged some of the chauffeurs and let
them go home.

Mr. DIES. Oh, no. The truth and fact for the American
Congressman to know is that we ought to turn these boys
loose, and if we want to have a different system let us write
it on the statute books of America. This is a system of com-
pulsion in war., Every man who believes in it ought to vote
for military service in time of peace. Every man who believes
in it ought to vote for it, or else he ought to say to these mili-
tary satraps, “ Turn our boys loose and let them go home.”
[Applause.) i

You have got a right during war to requisition the services
of the youth of this country. I voted for that. But when a
war is over and you lay it down to the American youth, you
have no right to keep them in the Army after the peril is
passed. You may camouflage it, you may dodge behind a tech-
nicality, if you wish; but the fact remains that you are in-
augurating a compulsory military and naval system in this
country without the courage to put your vote down “aye"
on the records of the Congress.

Now, if you believe that any man in this country ought to
be compelled by law to serve in the Army or Navy without his
consent in time of peace, vote for it. That is all right, That
is the system that we are headed for. That is the system that
Germany had. That is the system that France had. That is
the system that Russia had, and that is the system that every
Government on this earth ever had that ever raised an army
in time of peace, and you have got to come to it, and you ought
to come to it honestly and fairly. You ought not to hold a
young fellow in here in durance vile by subterfuge. You
ought not to impress a young man into the Army and Navy
by saying, * You are held here against a menace,” when you
know there is no menace,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes. L,

Mr, PADGETT. Do you think we ought to put a provision
in here that would prevent the Navy from bringing the boys
back? -

Mr. DIES. I take it that the Navy is not bringing so many
of them back.

Mr. PADGETT. They are operating multitudes of ships,
bringing the boys back and taking supplies over and demobiliz-
ing the Army.

Mr, DIES. In good truth, three months have passed, and less
than 150,000 have been brought back from France.

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, more than a million have been brought
back.

Mr. DIES. Oh, no. I read the Official Bulletin, and only a
week ago they said that 100,000 had been brought back from
France. They demobilized a little over a million in the United
States and Europe.

AMr. GARNER. To demobilize and to bring them home from
France are different things.

Mr. PADGETT. I said *“demobilized and brought back from
France.” :

Mr, DIES. In fact you either need them to fight the Imperial
Gerinan Empire or you should turn them loose, because you con-
scripted them for that purpose. What is the fact? The German
Imperial Empire is weaker to-day than it will be next week or
next month or next year, and if you can keep, under an inter-
national agreement, 400,000 boys against their consent on that
western front now, when Germany is as weak as it is, you can
keep 800,000 or a million there next year. This is a serious
question, because the boys are entitled to come home. Those
men are entitled to come home. Many of them are married
men, and they are entitled to come back to the United States,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT. I am planning for enough men to operate
as many ships as possible to bring the Army back from France
as soon as possible.

Mr. DIES. With all due respect for the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs, my experience is that that committee,
not under the influence but under the obsession of the people
wlo wear the stars and garters and the epaulettes of military
power—and my reading of history, from the dawn of civiliza-
tion down, has convinced me that they waut men to command

and power, and more power—and I beg leave to differ from this
committee, Thid Congress should say to the boys who have en-
listed and who have been compelled to go into the service, “ Now
that the war is over and Germany is quite crushed, you are en-
titled to come home.” [Applause.] . ;

Tlhrzd CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
exp F .

Mr, GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes; if my time is extended.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
a:oug consent to proceed for one minute more. Is there objec-

on

There was no objection.

Mr. GARLAND. The gentleman stated that a certain num-
ber had come back. Three hundred thofisand per month were
sent over during the war, and as much in tonnage of supplies.
How many did the gentleman say came back? “

Mr. DIES. About two weeks ago I read that we had brought
100,000 of them back.

Mr. GARLAND. After three months’ time. Does the gentle-
man know whether they were from line troops, or Red Cross
young men, or Young Men's Christian Association, or Knights
of Columbus? All of them were figured in the number that
C?)l;le back. I make the assertion, knowing what I am talking
about. |

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired. All time has expired. Without objection, the pro
forma amendment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the last
word; and apropos of what the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Dies] has been discussing so eloquently—he is always interesting
when he takes the floor—I desire to read from a newspaper pub-
lished in my city which has close foreign connections and which
probably is as well posted on what is going on on the other side
as any other paper in the United States—the Philadelphia Publie
Ledger. An editorial that appeared this morning is headed :

* Chumps " or crusaders—which will we be?—If we take a leagne-of-
nations mandate over an unprofitable province overseas.

I want my friend to listen to this, which comes from what I
regard as the official organ in the United States of things done
on the other side:

Lloyd George is said to have shot into the ear of President Wilson one
g:fe r:llmi‘i.‘a_y as they sat peacefully together making peace in the peace

“ You're very generous preseribing medicine for the rest of us: take
some yourself and see how you like it!”

That is the opening of this semiofficial statement that our
President, sitting at the peace table over on the other side, in-
stead of being here on this side, where we would value his serv-
ices, is listening to Lloyd George, who says—

“You're very generous prescrtbing medicine for the rest of us; tako
some yourself and see how you like it.”

What does it mean? What is Mr. Lloyd George telling our
President over there? The article continues—

Of course, being n statesman—

This refers to Lloyd George—
and a diplomat—

And this also refers very pertinently to Mr. George, for he
has the reputation throughout the world of being a statesman
as well as a diplomat, and a clever diplomat—

He did not put it quite that way. Hlis exact words, according to the
report, were—

This is Lloyd George to President Wilson over yonder—

“You are wanting everybody else to try this thing (the mandatory
system) but you are not willing to take any responsibility yourself.”

Again I ask what does it mean? Who can correctly interpret
this situation?

Mr. DIES. I can think of only one worse system than that
promulgated by the Democratic President, and that is the one
promulgated by the Republican ex-President. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, the question in the
gentleman’s mind is that Taft may be wrong in advocating a
league of nations, and that Wilson may also be wrong in demand-
ing a league of nations before he establishes peace that will enable
us to bring our soldiers home. I do not guite get the gentleman’s
reasoning.

I interpret this semiofficial statement of Lloyd George's atti- -
tude toward our President over there to mean that the Presi-
dent has advanced certain ideas with regard to entangling alli-
ances which we did not instruect him to advance, and that Mr,
Lloyd George has said, “ If you want these things done that you
propose shall be done over here in European affairs, where we
think we have something to say, you, as the representative of
the American people, will stand yowr share of the responsibility
and the expense, and you will maintain an army in Russia, anl
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u will tax your people, and you will create loans, and you will
llclude yourself as bound to police the world.” That is one
reason why our soldiers now can not come back. Our President is
over there, and until we get peace and he comes back, appar-
ently we can not adjust this question. ‘That would seem to
answer the gentleman as to his demand for immediate demobili-
zation.

Mr. DIES. I move to strike out the last word. You know,
if I had to choose between qgur Democratic President and the
last President the Republicans had in the White House, I would
take Wilson, because he at least does not want the armed forces
of the United States to police the world and to have us involved
In a war without our consent. I hope he wiH not do that.
My wish with regard to the President is that he was at his office,
at his official place of abode, and that this great American Union
could get back to the ideals of Lincoln and Oleveland and Tilden,
and, going back further, could get back to Jefferson and the
Constitution that seems somewhat obsolete now,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Another great American Demo-
crat,

Mr. DIES. Precisely. I am not partisan. I wish there was
a Demoeratic Party. I would like to belong to it. [Laughter.]
I am looking forward to the time when there will be some party
without a nigger in the woodpile, or Mason and Dixon's line,
that an honest believer in representative and constitutional de-
mocracy could belong to. I never take any stock in these par-
tisan byplays across the aisle. I am always wishing that some
great American might arise, greater than Mason and Dixon's
line, and still greater than the old hatred that is passing away
of the South to the North or of the North to the South, a man
who might rise to the flag of our country and the Constifution
under which we live and call the people of the South and North
back to the love of representative democracy. Do you know
what I think of the President being over there? Well, I kind
of think he ought not to be over there.

I wish he was back home, because I do not want to entangle
this great, free Republie, this owner of a hemisphere, this peo-
ple sufficient within themselves; I do not want to mix them up
in a eard game where there are more kings and queens than
there are presidents. [Laughter and applause.] You know
we do not stand to get anything out of these entanglements ex-
cept more entanglements. England, as has been well said, gets
predominancy. France gets * revanche.” Italy gets back the
Adriatic. But what does Uncle Sam get, except a burden and
a mortgage upon the resources of this country? And I do say,
Mr. Chairman, if it is the will of the Congress, now that our
encmy has capitulated, laid down his arms as abjectly as Lee
Inid down his arms at Appomattox, we ought to be able to get
our boys home. You know the War between the States did not
end for several years after Appomattox, and yet the flag of

the Confederacy was as much in the dust, and the Confederate

arms were as much beaten after the surrender at Appomattox
as Germany’s flag and arms are to-day.

I do say in common honesty if you belleve in compulsory mili-
tary and naval service in time of peace, you ought to be made to
vote for it in time of peace and not to stand on a lawyer's simple
technicality, Get that into your minds, because that is the thing
you are going to have to vote for. Of course it is said among the
Republicans that we are keeping the boys in this sort of service

because you had the vote last November, when there was a small’

arousing in the country. But that was only a remonstrance,
when our boys were facing the German lines; and what you
will get in November, 1920, in time of profound peace, if we
continue the present compulsory military service in a time of
peace—oh, well, I would hate to be a rooster then if this thing
keeps up. [Laughter.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Cantinﬁent Ferrlage, continuous-service cerllncntes, dlscharges. good-

conduct dm. and medals for men and boye, Includin l.l% civilian em-
¥onﬂes er ﬂmspjcuoua service by putting their e joopnrdy
fe or property, purchase of gymnastic apparatu

tion of effects of deceased officers snd enlisted men of the l:lav:r. and of
officers and enrolled men of the Naval Reserve Force who die while on
duty books for training apprentice seamen and landsmen ; maintenance
ery and other classes; packing boxes and matem.ls
s and models ; stationery ; and other contingent expenses an
sven cies arlsing under cognizance of the Bureau of Navigation, u.ntore-
geen and impossible to classify, $20,000.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania,
strike out the last word. I am very much impressed by the
attitude of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies]. I think he
has proved an inspiration to those of us who desire to see democ-
racy preserved in the United States. I glory in the fact that
he talks on these stbjects without regard to partisan lines, and
would, if he had his way, as I would, wipe out the Mason and
Dixon line forever. I am glad that we have the gentleinan from
Texas with us, and will have him until the end of his term, He

Mr. Chairman, I move to

has been a useful, earnest, eloguent Member of this House, and
I shall regret to see him go. During the rest of his career here
it may be that by such eloguent addresses as he has made to-day,
and yesterday he may belp to draw the attention of the coun-
iry, as he has drawn our attention, to the dangers that confront
the Nation. I will not say dangers due to mismanagement,
dangers dune to a particular administration, but I agree with
the gentleman from Texas that vast and intricate and complex
problems are eonfronting us which we can not too seriously,
consider now while he remains with us.

He has indicated that the juice of the American orange has
been squeezed ; that we have upon our shoulders a great burden;
that men whom we have loaned to the cause of civilization and
humanity are now held in leash because of a system against
which he inveighs. I wish the men who are still battling in the
snows of Russia were here; I wish those who are still lingering
in the mud of France were back in the United States. I wish
we had vessels enough to bring them, but I realize that we have
not yet had issued to us by the President a proclamation of
peace ; and until the President does issue that proclamation, we
must that a state of war exists.

Mr, LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not the gentleman think that some
of us here and abroad are overlooking the fact that the Senate
of the United States has something to say about negotiations
for peace?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; and I hope that the gen-
tleman’s expectations may be fully verified and that the Senate
of the United States will exercise the sovereign authority it
possesses to pass upon the work of the President of the United
States, now seemingly entangling himself in the meshes of
European affairs. He promised to give us his confidence, but
up to the present time he has given us no word, save that tele-
gram to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs urging
us to pass a bill for a tremendous sum to be charged against
the taxpayers of the United States to prepare apparently for a
future war.

Mr. GARLAND. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr, GARLAND. Does the gentleman think it entirely pos-
sible, after the settlement of peace has been entered into be-
tween the President of the United States and the leading
nations, that the Senate of the United States would have the
temerity to even cross a “t™ or dot an “i™ ?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has asked a very pertinent question. My prayer is
that the Senate of the United States will have the merve to
stand up against any unfair or un-American bargain made in
the name of the American people without their consent. {Ap-
plause.]

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppoaltion to the pro
forma amendment. I'think that the commitiee and the country,
owe a vote of thanks to the fearless utterances of our colleague
from Texas. I have been convinced for weeks that there is such
a reticence here among Members upon matters of such import
as have been discussed by him that we are allowing ourselves
to suffer a sort of decadence, which is ultimately bound to result,
through the process of atrophy, in the Congress doing nothing
and saying nothing. Every time anyone makes a suggestion on
this side of the aisle as to what is being done that would be
better not to be done, somebody ammounces that it is pure parti-
sanship, and that it is not grounded on anything like sincere
utterance, but simply because the administration happens to be
of a different political faith. It is immediately charged by those
who feel called upon to be the mentors of the House as mere
partisan attack, designed to embarrass the administration. This
system of espionage has been so long employed that the Mem-
bers have become timid and hesitate to make any adverse com-
ment. If I want to be called a patriot, it seems necessary for
me to indorse everything that is done. Even it is demanded that
we give blanket indorsement of what may be done. If I decline
to indorse some of the things, even that we know ought not to
be done, because of their inevitably bad results on our Govern-
ment, immediately comes the charge that I am disloyal if not
treamnable We are ‘told that we ought not to discuss in an
antagonistic manner anything that is going on in France, be-
cause it indicates that we are mot patriotic. These matters are
of no coneern to the Congress. The country must set silent
and allow the President, uninstructed but self-appointed, to do
our thinking. When a gentleman from the other side of the
aisle will rise and in his fearlessness state what is his convie-
tion, and dares to question the infallibility of even the head of
the Nation in matters of such vital concern, the country owes
him in this hour a vote of gratitude [applause], because these
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things ought to be said. We have not yet reached the place
where we admit “our President can do no wrong.” We are
entering in these days of world strife, when our President is
obsessed with making world democracy universal, a stage of
internationalism and entangling our feet in the meshes of Eu-
ropean polities, by inviting our country to become the umpire
of every insignificant quarrel over insignificant boundaries and
other questions that are of no importance to us at all to-day.

Mr. Chairman, my office and your office become the visiting,
points of representatives of countries in Europe, praying to us
as Members of this body to take a position in reference to some
of the questions that are purely European, that have absolutely
no significance in the Chamber of the American House of Rep-
resentatives. I am visited, as you are, Mr. Chairman, by repre-
sentatives, to be specific, of a movement in Ireland, and I am
told that I shall be compelled to vote upon the gquestion of the
polities that belong to Europe and not to this country. I said
courteously to the party calling upon me that I could not enter
into these matters, matters purely European. I said, “ You
have your contests with a country that is not ours, and while
I might have a sympathy for what you would want, as sug-
zested by the policy of Gladstone back in 1884, yet it is not an
American proposition; it does not belong to American legisla-
tion, and American Congressmen ought not to be asked to give
interviews fo representatives of European politics and Euro-
pean idiosynerusies. I am not ready to turn this body into a
conference for European problems., I do not think it is a
proper field.” And then along will come a representative from
one of the mushroom republics of mid-Europe and ask that a
certain pronouncement be made as a moral influence upon what
they expect to win later on. While I sympathize with the am-
bitions and aspirations of all these new countries, we must not
forget that our duty is here and not there. s

Mr. Chairman, while I have been called upon to vote for
the aspirations of the new republic that is growing in mid-
Europe, and it is only one of probably nine, I do not think
that it is the province of American Representatives to step over
into the world vortex and undertake to decide what shall be the
peculiar character of the government of .that peculiar province,
which until recently was subordinate in a sense to some other
gzovernment. Those are only two instances of many that have
eome to every member who sits upon the floor to-day. To me
it is simply an impossible situation that we should forget the
nationalism that marks the American Republic, without which
we are going into danger, because whenever you lose the specific
morale that marks American genius and lose yourself in inter-
nationalism in Europe, the danger is not temporary ; it is, I fear,
perpetual. For that reason I am glad that our colleague from
Texas [Mr. Dies] has had the courage to call a halt and not be
afraid of being called a traitor or a disloyal man because he
speaks his convictions upon the floor of the House of Repre-
sentatives. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Gunnery and engineering exercises: Prizes, trophies, and badges for
excellence gunnery, target practice, en ring exercises, and for
economy in coal consumption, to be awarded under such rules as the
Secretary of the Navy may formulate ; for the purposes of printing, re-
cording, classifying, compiling, and publishin e rules and results; for
the establishment and maintenance of shoot galleries, target houses,
targets, and ranges; for hiring established ranges, and for transporting
the civilian asslstants and equipment to and from ranges, $350,000.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I do not know when I have ever
heard a discussion which interested me more than has the dis-
cussion this afternoon. Surely, in the providence of God, the day
will come in this Republic when there is no South, no North, no
East, no West, but when Democrats and Republicans are going
to worship our great country and the Constitution under which
we live. You know these discussions are fruitful. We have as
the President of the United States a man who does not believe
in a written constitution. We have as a President of the United
States a man who does not believe in the checks and balances
established and followed by Jefferson and Washington and
Madison. It is particularly important to the American people
for the preservation of their liberties that now that the war in
Europe is over they should understand the situation in which
the country finds itself. As I said, we have a man as Presl-
dent who does not belleve in the checks and balances of the
Constitution.

Mr. PADGETT. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman give us
the authority for that statement?

Mr. DIES. Precisely. I give the President’'s own books
themselves, in which he said that Jefferson and Madison were
tyros who looked through an orrery to the skies and undertook
to set up a form of government responsible to Newton, who
believed in mathematics, and he said that the checks and bal-
ances of the Constitution were obsolete, and that he believed

in the Darwinian theory of the growth of the Constitution, as
if any sensible man ever believed that a contract could grow.
[Laughter.]

Mr. BARKLEY. Does not the gentleman believe in the
growth of government?

. M{. DIES. Yes; but I do not believe in the growth of a con-
ract.

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman does not bellave that the
Constitution ought to be amended, as it has been amended sev-
eral times,

Mr. DIES. Oh, yes; it can grow by amendments, and con-
tracts and wills can grow by codicils and changes, but this man
said he believed in the Darwinian theory of the growth of the
Constitution of the United States. Mr. Chairman, I speak with
as much responsibility upon my head as any Member of Con-
gress representing 300,000 people of this Republic. I want
neither an office, nor a star, nor a garter, nor a diadem, but I
am content to believe in the Constitution of my Government, a
written Constitution, with its checks and balances, to hold in
check the power of despotism. And do you know I think it is
the most unfortunate thing that ever happened to this Govern-
ment when our President sailed away from the shores of America
to entangle our destinies with the destiny and broils and quar-
rels of the scorbutic society of the Old World. I wish Members
of Congress would get back to a sense of their own dignity and
importance. There are a hundred men in this Congress who by
virtue of attainment and reading and statesmanship are better
qualified to fill the Presidency than the present occupant of the-
White House. [Laughter on the Republican side.] In the name
of God, why should we turn over the practical politics of this
country to an erratic statesman, to a man who never served iu
a legislative capacity--and I hope you Republicans will take this
in good spirit.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, the hilarity upon this side,
I think, was due to the thought that perhaps the present oc-
cupant of the White House should be the gentleman who is
acting as the Secretary to the President of the United States.

Mr. DIES. There is one thing I find about the Republicans in
my 10 years’ service here, and that is that they have bid louder
for the radical vote than we Democrats have bid, even to the ex-
tent of their vocal powers to bid. But what we need here is a
Congress under the Constitution which is one of the three coordi-
nate branches of the Government. This Government is com-
posed of three branches—the legislative, the judiecial, and the
executive—and the executive, under our present President, has
usurped all the powers of government, and you and I and the
balance of us sit here exercising no power. Somebody said that
somebody said that somebody said that a cablegram had come
from Europe that we should do thus and so with the people’s
money, but we sit supinely in our seats, and let it go at that.
Mr. Chairman, if this Government is to be saved to the people
as representative democracy, these men fresh from the people
must rise in their dignity, not as Democrats and Republicans,
but as American representatives of the American people—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DIES. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five min-
utes.

The CHAIRMAN.
mous consent to proceed for five minutes.
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. DIES. I once had a joint debate with a socialist. e
was the accredited organizer for the State of Texas, and I
asked him a question in debate, and his answer to my question
almost broke up the meeting. That question was this, “ Seeing
that all things are comparative by comparison, do you know of
any government that ever existed in the world that gave more
liberty, opportunity, hope, and freedom to the people than the
Government of the United States under the Constitution?”
Well, he floundered around and finally saild he did not know of
any such government. And I asked my friend, the Socialist Mem-
ber from New York, MeEyeEr Loxpon, who, by the way, is a very.
intellectual socialist, the other night in a private debate if he
knew of any government in the world that had ever existed in
all the history of the world that by comparison was as good and
afforded as much liberty, hope, and opportunity as this Gov-
ernment of the United States under the Constitution. He said
he never heard of any. Well, is it not passing strange that upon
this hemisphere our fathers have erected this great Republie
of liberty, transcending all that the Greeks and Romans have
done, transcending every effort of men to erect free government
all over the world, and yet this President, this man, elected by
the people says that the checks and balanees of the Constitution
render it unworkable, and that its only hope is in the Darwinian
theory of evolution.

The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
Is there objection?
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1 would rather go back to my farm on Turkey Creek than sit-

here like you sit, having abrograted your functions as one of
the three coordinate branches of the Government of the United
States. It is the duty of this Congress, it is the duty of those
who have sworn to support the Constitution, it is the duty of
men coming fresh from the people to rise and demand that the
Congress of the United States, and not any other function,
should control the revenues of the Government and perform its
legitimate function. [Applause.] Do you know there is a
wonderful similarity between the decay of this Republic and the
decay of the Roman Empire? I wish some Members of Con-
gress would go back and read not what the good Roman Em-
perors said but read the history of the Caligulas, the Tiberius,
those who followed the good Roman Emperors, who stifled and
oppressed the rights of the people. My friends, if you want to
answer the Bolsheviki, and it has a propaganda in this coun-
try; if you want to answer it, you answer it by saying, * Lib-
erty by law, not liberty by man.” I respect no man who would
force power—and men love power and men abuse power—I re-
spect liberty by law, and that in this country is the Constitution

of the United States. I love it. It is the bulwark of the liber-

ties of the people. What is Roosevelt and Wilson and Taft and
Bryan and all the balance of them who come and go? It is
the Constitution that divides the power between the legislative,
the executive, and the judicial, and that is the written law of
the land, and you ought to support it, and in supporting it you
ought to do your legislative duty, which is to control the fiscal
policy of the United States. And this very bill is an insult to
the Ameriean Congress, because the chairman of the committee
says, in effect, that the President has whispered to the Secretary
of the Navy and he has whispered in an undertone to the chair-
man of the committee and he has passed the word along to the
members of -the committee and they let it percolate out by
pinches, nods, and grunts to the Congress. In the name of
Almighty God, it is the first branch of the Government that
ought to have the respect of the people of the United States.
[Applause.] You ought to know everything that is going on
in Europe to-day. You should demand your rights and you
should demand the rights and dignity of the people of the
United States. You should legislate, you should veto some,
you should assert yourself more, because if you do not do it,
there are other gentlemen who will take your places who will
do it

Mr. HEFLIN rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Herrix] is recognized.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I always enjoy my genial
friend from Texas [Mr. Dies]. He and I differ very greatly
about the President of the United States, as the people of
Ameriea differ with him on that great subject. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr., Fess] always take delight in criticizing and nagging at
the President, but prior to the recent election these gentlemen
and all Republicans were loud in proclaiming that they were
supporting the administration better than the Democrats were
and that they would continue to support him, and it would be
really better for the administration to have Republicans than
Democrats. And since they have been elected they have been
sitting up of nights devising ways and means to annoy and
belittle the great President of the United States. The President
of the United States at the close of the most colossal war in all
history, when the earth was fairly drenched in human blood,
and millions of human beings in God’s image had been slaugh-
tered by the machinery of war—at the end, I say, of the greatest
war of all the world, when the civilized forces of mankind met
in Paris to bring about conditions that would prevent war, the
President went from the United States to where 2,000,000 Amer-
ican boys in uniform had gone, where thousands of them poured
out their blood in battle, and where thousands of them sleep
their last sleep in the soil of France. He went, I say, in person,
representing the greatest Government on the globe, to speak for
this mighty people in the interest of permanent peace. [Ap-
plause.]

He is criticized now by the gentleman fronx Texas [Mr. DrEs] ;
lie is criticized now by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] for sitting at
]tnhe peace table in Europe and trying to prevent war, with all its

OI'Tors.

I trust that all of our boys who died in France will be brought
back by the Government, and that at home, in the quiet church-
yards of the country, with that flag wrapped about their ecas-
kets, the Government will lay to rest the forms of these brave
boys who died for Old Glory in France. [Applause.] I trust
that the President of the United States will stay there and
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urge with all the power of his brilliant intellect, with all the
power that this Government can give him, and speak against.
war, work against the recurrence of such a war in the future. .

If this Government permits this occasion to go by without
going upon record as against war, and preventing war, we have
been false to our generation. We have committed a crime
against posterity. This Government can not afford to let that °
opportunity go by. I sit here in shame when I hear you on
that side or this side decrying and belitiling the great President
of the United States. [Applause.] I have no patience with it.
And I want to tell you that the American people have no
patience with it.

You on that side, who promised to support the administration,
what will be your answer at the judgment bar of the people
two years from now, when the people ask you how you con-
ducted yourselves during this very trying time? How will it
be with gentlemen on this side, who are doing all they can to
embarrass the President, when they stand at the judgment bar
of the people at election time in their districts? You are going
to have to face this, gentlemen. As sure as you live and I live,
and God reigns, the mothers of America are against war. The
fathers of Ameriea are against war, the young men and young
women of America are against war, except as an absolute neces-
sity, and if we have it in our power to prevent war and will
not do it, we commit crime against human beings the world
over. [Applause.]

I believe that we can form a league of nations and prevent
war. But gentlemen coming from great States that manufac-
ture the implements of death, the mighty machinery of war, de-
cry our efforts to prevent war. I am in favor of protecting the
blood and lives of the American people above the idea of put-
ting money in the coffers of the manufacturer of implements of
war. 3

Mr. KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes.

Mr. KEARNS. This naval bill would put this money in the
coffers of the manufacturers of implements of war, would it

not? :

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not talking about this bill. I am talk-
ing about the attack on the President of the United States.

Mr. KEARNS. I thought we were considering this bill.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am now considering the attack on the Presi-
dent of the United States.

Mr. DIES. Does the gentleman believe that a criticism of
the President's books, in which he speaks of the checks and
balances, is a criticism of him?

Mr. HEFLIN. The gentleman criticized the President for
going away from the country. I think if the boys of my district
and relations of mine can be taken by the strong arm of our
Government and can go to the battle fields in France and
achieve victory for our country and civilization, that the Presi-
dent can go there and sit at a peace table in the interest of our
country and humanity.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent fo
proceed for five minutes more. ;

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's
request?

There was no objection,

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes.

Mr. DIES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama
this question: If the executive head of the British nation and
the executive head of the French nation and the executive head
of the Italian nation are willing to send delegates to the con-
ference to act for them, and also the executive head of the
Japanese nation is willing to send delegates to act for him, does
not the gentleman think the President could have found, as they
found, other men to sit at the table without moving the office
to Paris?

Mr, HEFLIN. Not at all. We are not patterning after
Great Britain or Japan or Italy or France. We are the great-
est democracy in the world. [Applause.] And the great demo-
crat of America broke all precedents and went himself to speak
for the democracy of his own country., It was proper for him
to go. [Applause.]

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. I will.

Mr. BARKLEY. I would like to suggest to the gentleman
that the real executives of the French, of the British, and of
the Italian nations are with the President at the peace table.

Mr. HEFLIN, That is true.
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No, gentlemen ; you had better get up something else to talk
about. Let me tell you, the people who have boys in France,
who have had them die on the fields of France, and who hate
.war, are with the President of the United States and what he is
doing to prevent war. Do not doubt that. Mr. Taft is trying
to keep you gentlemen from getting into a hole. Every day
he is writing in favor of a league of nations, and he is the
'greatest Republican living—William Howard Taft. [Applause.]
/Not only that, but he is liable to be your nominee for the
P'residency, and if we have to have a Republican as President
I would rather see him elecied President than any other one
I know.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. Neo; I can not yield.

There are some pretty good Republicans, but I do not think
there is any man in this House, or any 20 men in this House,
who can fill the position of the Presidency as well as Woodrow
Wilson can.

Mr., DIES. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
| Mr. HEFLIN. Yes,

Mr. DIES. If under the present administration the annual

expenditures of the Navy have been increased from $140,000,000 |
to $746,000,000, the amount carried in the present bill, and the

standing Army has been increased from 50,000 to the present
standing Army of 500,000, how long will it be under this ad-
ministration of world pacifism and benevolence until we get
back to the old days?

Mr., HEFLIN. I have not seen the cablegram that the Presi-
dent sent. I do not know what his reasons were for making
that request. But I am willing to trust him and the American
people are willing to trust him in all his work at the peace
table. This program can be held up by a Congress succeeding
us, and instead of giving him whole-hearted support and
letting the people of the world know that we are back of him,
men have their butcher knives out and are trying to stab him
to death, here and in another body, and playing politics at
the cost of their country’'s welfare, when the President, the
greatest man who walks this earth to-day, is laboring for the
peace of the world.

The historian of the future, long after those who slander and
traduce the President have passed into silence and pathetic dust,
will record his greatness., Long after they have gone, this man
Woodrow Wilson will live, not only in the history of America
but in the history of the world; and the historian of the future
will put him down as the greatest apostle of world liberty and
democracy that ever appeared on the earth since Jesus Christ
walked the dusty highways of Judea preaching the gospel of
democracy, “ Unto the least of these, my brethren.” [Applause.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose.

Mr. HEFLIN. Does the gentleman desire to interrupt me?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Noj; I wish to follow the gen-
tleman.

The CHATRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. HEFLIN. Very well
country.

The CHATRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. DECKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missourl asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DECKER. I do not know that I want to take all that
time.

Mr, Chairman, I had intended before leaving this body per-
manently to prepare a short speech presenting my views on
some of these questions that have come up this afternoon, but
I am moved to speak extemporaneously by the remarks made
by the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dres], for
whom I have a profound respect. And more especially am I
moved to speak by the universal applause that I heard on the
Itepublican side fellowing his remarks.

The gentleman from Texas appeals for the exercise of inde-
pendence by the legislative branch of this Govermment. I
have a right to speak for that docirine, for I have not only
preached that doctrine but I have practiced it from the begin-
ning of my congressional career. You may say that I have
been wrong in my judgment, but you can not say that I have
truckled to Executive authority.

Let us review a little history now. Back in the days of the
MecLemore resolution, around the cloakrooms aand in the lob-
bies of the hotels two-thirds of the Representatives of this
House on both sides, Republicang and Democrats, talked in favor
of warning Americans against riding on the armed ships of

The time of the gentleman from Alabama
I have been up in the gentleman's

The time of the gentleman from Alabama

belligerent nations. You Republicans who applaud the gentle-
man’s appeal for congressional independence now when the
danger is over and 50,000 American graves are marked in
Europe, how did you answer the roll call on that fatal day?
[Applause.]

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DECKER. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman knows how I voted.

Mr. DECKER. You voted as I did.

I am not saying I was right. Oh, no. I am saying that fhe
majority of the men on both sides of this aisle thought that
I was right then, but when the roll was called many of them
yielded their judgment to the judgment of the Execufive,

And then talk to me about your independence! Why, you
Republicans solicited votes last November on the ground that
you had followed Woodrow Wilson more loyally than Demeo-
crats had followed him, and now you ridicule and criticize the
President and boast of your independence,

Oh, how some men rant and rave, and how they sneer, and
how they pour forth their villification and abuse against our
great President to-day. And there are some Democrats who
do it as well as Republicans. I am not speaking as a partisan
now. They do this because of his 14 points. Oh, how they
sneer about that league of nations. Oh, how they sneer about
“ open covenants openly arrived at.” ‘Oh, how they sneer about
self-determination and the rights of little peoples to have a
say in what shall be their future destiny. If you were so inde-
pendent, if you had so much courage, gentlemen on that side
and on this side, if you thought so much of the Constitution,
if you understood so well what were the duties of the Repre-
sentatives of the American people, why did you not sneer and
why did you not stand up and voice your opposition when
Woodrow Wilson, the spokesman for America, enunciated his
“14 points”? [Applause.] Why did you not speak then?
Oh, you may smile. There was one Republican that had the
courage to speak out at that time. I heard him. I listened
to him; and I want to say to you, call him traitor as you may,
denounce him as pro-German as you may, I have more respect
for him than I have for Democrats and Republicans who now
smifr at Woodrow Wilson’s 14 points, including the league of
nations.

I refer to Senator L.A ForLLETTE, who stood in the Senate of the
United States like a lion. Not now, when there is no danger
politically, oh, no, I will say to the chairman of the Republi-
can congressional committee; not now when the election is
over, not now when the war is won and when the dead are
counted by the thousands, and the erippled and the maimed
are coming back home; no, no, La Forrerre did not wait until
the war was over to sneer and bemean and abuse and villify
Woodrow Wilson; but in the hour of danger he stood like a
man before the world and said it was the duty of Congress to
say by solemn enactment what was the purpose of this war.
If you did not believe in Woodrow Wilson’s 14 points,” why
did you not stand up then and say what the points shounld be?
Why did not the Republican chairman of the congressional
committee who has just spoken stand with Mr. LA FoLreTTE
then? If he did not have the courage to stand with LA ForLierTe
then and have Congress state its “ points,” it strikes me it is a
little late now, when the war is over, to sneer at the President's
points and to talk about the independence of the legislative
body. [Applause.]

Mr. DENISON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DECKER, Yes; I will always yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr, DENISON. I was going to ask my friend from Missouri
if he does not recognize a difference in the right of criticism
when our country is at war and when we are at peace?

Mr. DECKER. No. It is the difference between courage and
cowardice. That is the only difference. If you believed your
country was being guided onto the shoals of destruction, if
you believed that danger lay ahead, was it then your duty to
be silent when Woodrow Wilson, as leader of America, proposed
to adopt a certain policy? I have differed from him. I have
differed from him openly and earnestly. I indorsed his 14
points then. T indorse them now. If you thought your country
was endangered by his policies, then was the tlme to speak,
Why not?

Oh, I know it was dangerous. Yon might lose your office,
!ndeed. There are boys from my district who will never hold
an office, They sleep under the lilies of France. They sleep’
amid the poppy fields of Flanders. They died for our country.
Could not you and I afford to speak and vote for our country?

Now, do not misunderstand me. Let me recount my record.
I did everything in my power to keep my country out of war,
I knew war meant entangling alliances when my country went
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to war. I did everything I could to uphold the hands of Wood-
row Wilson as the constitutional leader of our Army and Navy in
time of war.

I did this because I thought it was the surest way to win the
war. The war has been won, but our responsibility has not
ended. At the cost of blood and treasure we helped to destroy
the German Government and its power for evil. We have helped
to shake the foundations of autocracy in Europe. Have we no
right, have we no duty, to help to build something better in its
place? We can no longer say we have no interest in European
affairs. We are to-day bound to European nations by bonds of
interest and sentiment. These bonds were welded in the white
heat of war. It is idle to talk longer of our grand isolation.

This is a strange doctrine to come from the source it does—
to come from men who voted to send our boys to Europe, who
voted to tax the children yet unborn in order to participate in
the European struggle—and I am going to grant for the sake
of the argument that you were right and I was wrong—it is
a strange doctrine to come from you, now that this great
country, after it has done all this, should have no participation
in the affairs and destinies of European nations. Is there a
man here who believes that when another war comes, another
great war, that it will be possible for us to refrain from entering
that war? Is there one? Ah, we boasted of our isolation, we
were proud of our freedom from European entanglements.

But what will happen when the next war comes? Will we
enter it? Of course we will enter; we will enter it guicker
than we went into this war. Then I stand as one to declare
the doctrine that if the boys of our country must die in the
next great war that starts across the seas, if our children's
children yet unborn must pay the bonds and share the burdens
of the next world war, then I want my country to have some-
thing to say about the starting of that war. I want my country
to be in a position at least to try to prevent that war. [Ap-
plaunse.]

League of nations? Yes; I am for it. League of nations?
Yes; I believe it will be the greatest step that was ever taken
in all the history of mankind. You sneer at mandatories. I
do not know exactly what they mean, but I will tell you what I
believe: I believe in a league of nations that has got a * bite
in it,” a league of nations that will have the power to enforce
its decrees, a league of nations that will have the power to say
to a Government like the rotten, corrupt, despotic, and ineffi-
cient Czardom Russia, and to a despotic, brutal, and powerful
Government like Germany, if such a Government shall ever rise
again, “Thus far shalt thou go and no further.” [Applause.]

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. DECKER. I yield. .

Mr. DIES. Is the gentleman in favor of compulsory military
service to enforce the decrees of a league of nations?

Mr, DECKER. I believe in compulsory military service in
time of war. I said that the night that we declared war against
Germany, and I say it now.

Mr. DIES. Does the gentleman think we should have com-
?ul]sory military service to settle the war between France and

taly?

Mr. DECKER. That is the same as what we have had, and I
voted for it, and so did the gentleman from Texas. He voted
for conscription to settle this war.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DECKER. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks that
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield for a sugges-
tion? I want to suggest that the independent legislators who
were against conseription, in the Military Affairs Committee,
voted against it and spoke against it in the committee, but came
out and voted for it and spoke for it on the floor of the House.

Mr. DECKER. Does not the gentleman think it would be
better to have spoken then than now—I do not mean safer?
[Laughter.] I am for legislative independence in this body.
I think this House affords opportunity for as great service as
any place on earth. I do not think that the man ever lived
that was big enough to completely fill his seat in this House.
I do not care how great a man he may be; I do not care how
much his learning, how much his courage, how much his fore-
sight, he will never get too big to hold a position in this legisla-
tive body, and he will have more than he can do when he gets
here if he does the work. I am for the independence of this
body. I was for it before the war. I am for it now.

Mr. DIES. I did not quite get the response of the gentleman
to my question.

Mr. DECKER. They interrupted me.

Mr. DIES. In the event of the league of nations and in case
of a quarrel between, say, Italy and France, would the gentle-
man from Missouri be in favor of compulsory military service
in the United States to make our boys go over there and settle
that dispute?

Mr. DECKER. That is a fair question. . . |

Mr. DIES. I think so. e

Mr. DECKER. I thank the gentleman for suggesting it.

We ought to meet those things; we ought to meet them as
legislators. We ought not to be talking so much about standing
by the President. He needs no defense from me. He will be
remembered long after you and I have been forgotten. His place
in history is already made. The kinds of things that we should
consider here are questions like the gentleman from Texas has
asked me, and if you will give me time, I will tell you what I
think about it.

Mr. DIES. It ought not to take long to answer that.

Mr. DECKER. Longer, my friend, than you dream of.
[Laughter.] Let us go back to fundamentals. Who has the
right to declare war? Our Constitution says that Congress has
the right to declare war. If every Congressman would stand
in his place and vote on that guestion of peace or war as he
thought the people of his distriet wanted him to, you would get
a pretty good reflex of the sentiment of the country at the time
war was declared.

Then if a majority of the people wanted war, then I am for
compulsory military service. To be frank with you, the man
who is against compulsory military service In time of war, and
who says that it is not democratic, confuses this proposition.
It is not democratic to consecript people to go to war when the
majority of the people of a country do not want the war, I
admit that. But if a majority of a people of a country want
war, then there is no way so democratic as compulsory military
service,

Mr, DIES. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. DECKER. Oh, wait just a minute. Three of us are in
a boat. We are out on a stormy river. Two think we ought
to go across. Two vote to cross the river, and I vote not to go.
The majority rules, and we start across. Do you not think that
they have a right to make me pull my oar?

That is what compulsory military service in time of war
means, It is the right of the majority to make the minority
pull its oar when the boat is in danger.

If the people of this country, through honest representatives
or through a referendum by the people, declare in favor of a
league of nations of the world, then there can be no war be-
tween Italy and France. That war must necessarily be be-
tween Italy or France and the rest of the world.

If my country, by the will of a majority honestly registered,
should enter a league of nations in order to prevent war and
maintain international order, then in order to carry out the
decree of that league of nations I would vote to conseript the
last man and the last dollar. We do the same thing in a
county when we empower a sheriff to summon any and every
citizen to assist in the capture of a murderer.

Mr. DECKER. Then I would vote to conseript the last man
and the last dollar to carry on the war to prevent a war.
Gentlemen, you can sneer at Woodrow Wilson all you please;
you can talk about his 14 points, and you can sneer about the
affairs of Lithuania and Esthonia and Jugo-Slavia and the
rest of those words we never heard of before the war. The
only little country I knew about over there before the war was
Ireland. [Laughter.]

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DECKER. When I am through with this idea I will
answer the gentleman. Oh, be ye not deceived! You gentlemen
on both sides of the aisle can get up here every day and read
letters full of complaints about the conduct of the war. Yes;
most of them are just.

‘When you Republicans get full control of the House you can
start your investigating committees to grinding, and you will
find some corruption, just like there was when you ran the Gov-
ernment in 1898, just like there always will be when a country
goes to war, a democratic country. That is one reason I am in
favor of a league of nations to stop wars. That is one reason I
would be willing to vote for a league of nations to prevent war,
for the reason that I do not believe that democracies can endure
and have a war like the present war once every 50 years, It is
a human impossibility, and you know it. War means military-
ism, militaryism means despotism. It means corruption, yes. It
means inefficiency, yes; and you knew it all the time; you knew
there would be when you voted war—every one of you.

You knew it always had been——

Mr. DENISON., No——
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/ AMr. DECKER. Well, then, you have not read the history of
this country and the history of other countries, Let me tell you
‘Republicans something: After you have picked around over the
many mistakes of the War Risk Insurance Bureau and talked
about Mr. Hoover and the price of wheat and the price of other
things that the people are not satisfied with, do not forget this,
jthat the people of this country know these things themselves,
and still they are backing up the Government and the flag.
i{Applause.] You can pick many flaws, but the people of this
country have not forgotten what the war was about. Some of
you would rather sneer at world democracy and put the war
solely on the ground of national rights.

= That may be ground enough; but the mothers whose boys
sleep on the other side, the boys who stagger home maimed
,and blind—they are not caring so much about the questions
of international law, whether a merchant ship has a right to
Jbe armed fore and aft for defensive purposes; but I will tell
you what the boys are thinking about. I will tell you what
their mothers ara thinking about. They are thinking about
the glorious fight for humanity and for the emancipation of
.the world. [Applause.] I will tell you what they are think-
‘ing about, They are thinking about the war to end all wars.
They are not thinking about whether Mr. Lansing was right
,when he said that the right to arm merchant ships under
‘certain circumstances was “a doubtful legal right” Men
hegitate to go to war. I mean go themselves and fight for
legal technicalities. Courts might change the law before they
get back home. /

But on the question of human liberty, on the question of the
freedom of the world, on the question of making the world safe
for democracy, on the question of ending wars, mothers may
well be proud to give their sons and men may well be proud
to die. Sneer and scoff as you may about the idealism and
theories of Woodrow Wilson, but I believe that the thing that
will most console the mothers, whose boys will not come back,
the thing that most will ease the pain of those who limp from
wounds or grope in blindness, the thing that will be the greatest
pay and bring the greatest pride to the heroes of this war, is a
league of nations to enforce peace, the highest effort at least
to end all wars,

The Clerk read as follows:

Outfits on first enlistment : Outfits for all enlisted men and apprentice
seamen of the Navy on first enlistment at not to exceed $100 each; for
civillan elothing not to exceed $156 per man to men given discharges for
bad conduct, undersirability, or inaptitude; in all, $10,000,000.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. Mr, Chairman, we have had a helpful discus-
sion this afternoon, innocently started by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Dies], carried on by the gentleman from Ohio, and
delightfully wound up by the gentleman from Missouri. I do
not belleve, however, that this discussion should continue to a
point where we should lose our tempers or immediately deter-
mine the affairs of the Nation, at home and abroad. My dis-
tinguished friend from Alabama, however, has helped to lift
the gloom that has settled over the House, and his speech has
cheered. He has given us one of those exhibitions of his fire
and eloquence which gentlemen are permitted to enjoy only
when he is thoroughly aroused in defense of the President of the
United States. I am relieved now that he has spoken, as I was
troubled before he spoke. I was in great concern when the elo-
quent gentleman from Texas, vieing in his attractiveness, if
not in vehemence, with the gentleman from Alabama, ventured
upon the new, bold, and almost untried field of democracy with
the thought that we should get back to normal. I admire the
gentleman from Texas, who made a frank statement that if a
few more brave and courageous Democrats should take the stand
that he did it might help to draw the attention of the country
to the fact that many things are done in this House in the name
of patriotism, and sometimes at the instance of the President,
that ought to be brought to their attention. I was troubled as
the gentleman from Texas was troubled and as the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Fess] was troubled with regard to entangling
alliances into which we seemed to have entered without the con-
sent of the people of the United States. I was troubled lest the
clever diplomacy of the experienced diplomats- of Europe
might outwit even the wit of the President of the United States,
who undertook in his own person to transact abroad the busi-
ness of this country in the name of the Congress and of the
peaple. : . t

But, oh, I was gratified when my good and handsome friend
from Alabama [Mr. HeFLin] again entered the lists and came
to the rescue. . When the gentleman from Alabama was speak-
ing, when he drew attention to the steel interests of Pennsyl-
vania, when he endeavored to draw in the chairman of the Re-

publican congressional committee and besmirch this splendid |

discussion with a political stigma, I could not help but think-

that if his demand was for peaee he should not be sustaining
this presidential bill, which proposes to tax the people more
than §700,000,000 to increase the implements of war and to per-
petuate in the world the spirit of hostility which he decries,

I sent to my office while the gentleman from Alabama was

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent for five minutes more. c

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs If he pro-
poses to proceed with this bill to-night? .

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir, I think it will be necessary to pro-
ceed until about 10 o’clock. T was hoping that at the conclusion
of this the House would be satisfied with this discussion,

Mr. FOSTER. I think, after the gentleman has his five min-
utes, I shall object to anything further.

Mr. PADGETT. We shall proceed to the consideration of the

bill and limit debate. We have been very liberal to both sides in’

allowing this discussion. y
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has been yvery,
liberal. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee, G
The . Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank also the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. FosTeR], although his interruption eame at
that particular part of my address which was most inopportune.
But I expect he will let me get to it in due course. The gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. HeFLiN] is my “mutton.” I ask the
attention of that gentleman, because I have been wondering, lo
these many weeks, if his eloguent voice was to be stilled; if if
had finally come to pass that the President had no defender
upon this floor. But he has spoken. We are reassured. The
messenger to my office has brought me the tribute a constituent,
who is very close to me, has desired I should pay to the Presi-
dent’s gallant defender, ‘ =iw

Listen, my colleagues :

e TOM ANXD TUTM,

When the President is tourin’
And the country’'s feelin' bine
And the boys are kind a-worryin
Not knowin' what to do,
It's just a bit refreshin’ .
And it thrills you thro" and thro®
To know that Tom is on the job
And Tumulty is, too.

[Lnng’ﬂer.]

The fellers out there on the farm
Who heard thelr daddies tell

About the great George Washington

! And Liberty's old bell

Have done a sight a' kickin®
‘Cause the President has slid,

But they didn’t know that Tom and Tum
Was sittin’ on the ld. |

[Laughter.]

It don't make any diff’rence
* What the Constitootion says,
So long as we don’t mixed up
" With all them fo: ans;
But even if our Presiden
Bhould slip a cog or two,
We've got our Tom and Tumulty
To fall right back onto.
[Laughter.]

ba cause for grievin-
‘When the boss is “ over there.”
His taking House and Hurley
= IElnd’a ﬁt uis! it:},:he air ;
ut no matter eggs
Is in one basket, like, you see,
We've got a couple isum ones
Left in Tom and ulty.
[Laughter.] '

And while we had a better sight
Kept Creel upon this side

e To keep the truth a-goin’

- e

g - And to stem t’ ins’_:rgent tide,

The cables is a-workin’
r And the ils is in the bag,
* And with Tom and Tum a-watchin
There ain’t nothin' going' to lag,
[Laughter.]

‘Nother thing: It 'taint in order
{ Much for us to erl e,
When without exaetly knowin®
We should be infernal wise;
‘What the President is doin’
_ He is doin’ as he said,
And it's up to Tom and Tumulty
To keep it in their head.
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Bo, if anyone's been thinkin®
Bout alllances and_flukes,
And tanglin' Independence u

With ces and with Dukes,

N Speakin’ Iangwidge to them kings
That Tom will run the Ship of State
And Joe will pull the strings.

[Laughter and applause.]

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the corimittee, I probably
would not have attempted to say anything here this afternoon
had it not been for the speech of the gentlemufn from Missouri
[Mr. Decker]. It seemed to me that he tried to leave the im-
pression that every Member of this House who voted to lay
the McLemore resolution upon the table did not vote his con-
victions and that all such were cowards when they cast their
vote that way. I want to say that I was one of those who
voted to lay the McLemore resolution on the table. The reason
that I cast my vote that way was because I believed that
American citizens had the right to travel on the high seas,
[Applause.]

He said the reason we went to war was to save the world
for democracy. Have the Members of this House forgotten the
sinking of that great steamship, the Lusitanie, when it was
torpedoed in the dead hours of the might, when without any
warning 1,200 innocent souls went down into a watery grave
in the Atlantic Ocean—men, women, and defenseless chil-
dren—a great many of them American citizens? We can still
hear the cry of the little babe clutched to the breast of its
mother when it came up through the icy waters of the Atlantic
in the dead hours of the night when the Lusitania went down.
Do the Members of this House forget how Kaiser William called
the eaptain of that submarine boat to his side and pinned on
his breast the iron cross and commended him for that dastardly
deed that he had committed? Oh, we can still hear the so-
called ministers of the gospel in their pulpits in Germany justi-
fying the sinking of the Lusitania and glorying in it.

Why did this country go to war? On January 31, 1917, the
Imperial Government of Germany informed President Wilson
that on the very next day—oh, they were very liberal; they
guve us 24 hours’ notice to take our boats off the high seas—
on the very next day, the 1st day of February, they would sink
every American boat flying the American flag in certnin waters
of the Atlantic Ocean, where we had a perfect right to go. To
have accepted that proposition would have meant the surrender
of American sovereignty upon the high seas.

That is why this country went to war. We did not go to war
to save the world for demoeracy. Our armies went to Franece to
lick Germany, and we did our part in helping to lick Germany.
[Applause.]

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, HeFrax] says the fathers
and mothers of this great land of ours to-day are praying for a
league of nations. The fathers and mothers are not concerned
about a league of nations. Their boys have done their part;
they have licked Germany. What the fathers and mothers want
now are their sons returned to their homes in this land. Yet
the President of the United States would have us, a great Re-
public, entangled with all those fighting, snarling, snapping little
nations of Europe, and keep the boys over there to police those
countries during all their troubles.

I for one do not subscribe to that sentiment. We have done
our part. Let us bring our boys home, where they belong.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genfleman from Ohlo has
expired.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strlke out the last two
words,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to
strike out the last two words.

Mr. MANN. This item carries an appropriation of $10,000,-
000 for outfits on first enlistments. What was the amount avail-
able for the current fiscal year?

Mr. PADGETT. Nearly $25,000,000.

Mr. MANN. How was that carried? On a deficiency bill?

Mr. PADGETT. 1In the original bill there was $9,975,000 and
in the deficiency bill there was $15,000,000, and they said they
would be able to turn back into the Treasury about $£5,000,000 on
account of the cessation of hostilities,

Mr. MANN. Well, this sum is used practically, I take it, for
paying the cost of the outfits of enlisted men?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, It is estimated that $50,000 will be
needed ‘for.:civilian clothing “and: diseharged ‘men—§15 o suit,
You will'notice there is an item there for that. 2

Mr. MANN. That provision is for civilian clothing, not to
exceed $15 per man, to men given discharges for bad conduct,
undesirability, and inaptitude?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Alr, MANN. Certainly the Navy does not discharge 50,000 men ?

Mr. PADGETT. I said $50,000. ;

{lhré. glIA.NN. The $10,000,000 is practically paid for the first
outfits?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. MANN. That contemplates $100,000, first outfits in the
next fiseal year?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; on account of the large number of men
going out and the new recruits that have to come in.

Mr. MANN. What is the Navy going to do? Is it going to
let the men out of the service who went in supposedly for the
period of the war, but who were in fact induced to sign n 4-year
enlistment? :

Mr. PADGETT. The Secretary of the Navy stated and the
ofthers stated that they thonght these men ought to be treated
alike, and that they did not want to keep in the service a dis-
satisfied personnel; and the disposition is that wherever a man
makes an application that is founded upon a good ground, to
discharge him.

Mr. MANN. Now, this is the fact: The naval recruiting sta-
tions throughout the country, when the war commenced, solicited
men to enlist in the Navy, stating to them that it was an enlist-
ment for the period of the war.

Mr, PADGETT. A great many say that they so understood it.

Mr, MANN. I am not talking about how they understood it.
I am talking about what the naval recruiting officers told the
men. It is not a guestion of understanding. Do not let us mix
it up. They told the men it was for the period of the war. Then
when the men were transferred to the point where they signed
their enlistment papers, they were handed papers to sign, en-
listing for four years, and they signed them. What else could
they do? Now, the question is whether the Government is go-
ing to keep good faith with them, or hold them to the technical
enlistment ?

thr. PADGETYT. I stated that the Secretary, ns well as the
others

Mr, MANN. I know the gentleman said the Secretary stated
it, but that does not answer the guestion.

Mr, PADGETT. And then we have a provision in the bill
here providing that those who enlisted after the declaration of
war, for a period of four years— -

Mr. MANN. You have a provision that the Secretary of the,
Navy may discharge them. Ie can do that now. The provision
in the bill does not amount to I O U. There is nothing to it.
He can discharge them now, and there is nothing to it except
this ene thing, possibly : He said for a long time that he could
not give them an honorable discharge. All you provide is that
he may give them an honorable discharge, but that does not
require him to discharge them. Now, if the good faith of the
Government requires it to settle contracts which are not legal In
form, or requires it to pay money to men solicitous to imvest
in mining operations, if the good faith of the Gevernment re-
quires it to do these things for men who gave materials to the
Government, I should like to know whether the good faith of
the Government does not equnlly require it to keep true the
:Dtatmir}onts made by the recruiting oflicers who induced the men

enlist, I

Mr. PADGETT. 1 have stated that that was the purpose and
the policy of the Secretary and of the Bureau of Navigation.

Mr. MANN. That is what they say, but they do not do it.
What is the use?

Mr. PADGETT. They say they are doing it very rapidly.

Bir. MANN. The gentleman knows they are not discharging
these men rapidly. They say they need the men in the service.
The gentleman said this afternoon that they needed the men in
the service.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Very well. That is not the question. The
question is met whether they mneed men in the service but
whether they will keep faith with the men who went into the
service, s

Mr. PADGETT. The men who went into the service doring
the war are still in the service under their contract. The war
is not yet ended; but the department, as rapidly as it can do
so consistently with the safety of the Navy, is discharging them.
The gentleman would not have these men discharged in a body
and leave the ships so that they would be unmanned and could
not be operated. . 1
- Mr. MANN. If I had made an agreement with a young man
enlisting in the Navy, and had asked him te enlist for the
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period of the war, I would let him out at the end of the war if
the heavens fell.

Mr. PADGETT. But the war is not yet at an end.

Mr. MANN. Oh, I know; but I am trying to find out what
the Navy is going to do. Technically the war may not be over,
but it Is really over, and the Navy Department have not
anncounced any such policy. On the contrary, they have said
they propose to hold the men to this four-year enlistment
contraet.

- Mr. PADGETT. No, sir; because the Secretary of the Navy
Ias already directed 20 per cent of them to be discharged.

Mr. MANN. Then the other 80 per cent are to be held con-
trary to zood faith? ;

Mr. PADGETT. No; because numbers of them enlisted for
funr years, intending to remain four years.

- Mr. MANN. Of course that is the paper they were required
to sign. -

Ar. PADGETT. No; others went in there to stay four years.

Mr. MANN, If they are willing to stay, let them stay; but if
thiey want to get out the good faith of the Government ought to
let .them out.

Mr. PADGETT. \Vhere they entered that way the department
i< denling with them that way. .

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman
from lllinois will give me his attention, on page 18 of the bill is
i paragraph intended to cover the situation the gentleman com-
plained of, and which I think he correctly complained of. That
provision provides that a man enlisted for four years shall be
Lield to be construed to have enlisted only for the duration of
the.war, so that it is not optional on the Secretary of the Navy
to keep them in for four years after the bill becomes a law.

AMr. MANN. Well, let us speak. I will read the paragraph;
it is on page 18; and then I will ask the gentleman’s construc-
tion of it. ]

.Now, if the gentleman ig willing to change the word *“ may ™ to
“ ghall,” it will accomplish the purpose; but it means nothing as
it stands.

Mr, KELLEY of Michigan. It should be changed to * shall.”

Mr. IGOE. Does the gentleman mean that the men shall get
a chance to do this. Our experience has been that when orders
are given of this kind men never get at it. Why not say that
those who want to stay may apply?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. After the war is over and peace
officially declared this language will accomplish what the gen-
tleman from Missouri desires. The word *may ™ should be
changed to * shall.”

The Clerk read as follows: :

Navnl Home, Philadeiphia, Pa., pay of employees: One secmmry,
$2,200; 1 foreman mechanie, $2,200; 1 superintendent of grounds, at
$1,080; 1 steward, at $1 Od: 1 store laborer, at $660; 1 matron and
office assistant, at $720 ; 1 beneficiaries’ attendant, at $480 ; 1 chief cook
at $660; 1 assistant cook, at $540; 1 assistant cook, at $480; 1 chief
laundress, at $420; 2 laundresses, at $360 each; 3 laundresses, at $300
ecach; 1 chief serubber, at $420; 3 scrubbers, at $360 each; 1 head
.waitress, at $480; 4 waitresses, at $360 each; 4 waitresses, at $300
each; 1 kitchen attendant, at 3540 : T laborers, at $600 each ; b laborers,
at $540 each; 1 stable keeper and driver, at $660; 1 master at arms, at
$900; 2 house corporals, at $600 each; 1 barber, at $600; 1 carpenter,
nt $1,200; 1 painter, at $1,200; 1 painter, at $1,020 ; 1 engineer, $1,080 ;
4 laborers, at $720 each; 3 laborers, at $840 each; 1 laborer, at $600;
1 chauffeur, coal truck, at $960; 1 chauffeur, small truck, at $840; 1
chauffeur, governor's car, $840; total for empioym, $40,820,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph just read. I wish to inquire what the policy
of the committee was as to the increase of salary providing
for the various officials and employees enumerated in the para-
graph just read.

Mr. PADGETT, There was an increase for each one of them.
These salaries are very low and they are paid out of the inter-
est on the Navy pension fund. The Navy pension fund was
established many years ago by the sale of navdal prizes, and this
constitutes a trust fund, and this institution is supported out
of the interest on that fund.

Mr. STAFFORD. I assume that each one of the various offi-
cials and employees will receive $240 flat allowances that Con-
gress is disposed to vote to all employees of the Government?

Mr. PADGETT. I suppose they will.

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection to the increase of the
lower salaries of employees. I wish to ask whether, in the
increase of salaries, the committee took into consideration that
they would receive the additional allowance that is going to be
paid to the employees of the Government generally?

Mr. PADGETT. We thought that they would get the same
bonus that the others get. All of these salaries are very low.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am asking whether the committee, in ar-
ranging the increases, took into consideration the fact that they
would also receive the additional allowance?

Mr. PADGETT. T stated I so understood—that they would
get the same benefit that others get under the general law.

Mr, STAFFORD. Here we have—and I am more concerned
about the two higher oflicials—a secretary who is raised from
$1,800 to $2,200 and a foreman of mechanies from $1,800 to $2,200.
Each one would receive, in addition to the $400 increase, $240,
which would make $640. Does not the gentleman think that
that is a large increase in one year?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but these salaries have been dis-
tressingly low heretofore.

Mr, STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think that in view
of the allowance of $240 the salaries carried in the bill for the
secretary and foreman of mechanics should be fixed at $2,0007

Mr. PADGETT. These were recommended by the governor
of the home, who is very familiar with the institution.

Mr. STAFFORD. If reduced to $2,000 then they would be
$40 more than the governor of the home recommended. !

Mr. PADGETT. He did not include the bonus which would
be $240. The committee thought that that was reasonable and
as they are paid out of the interest on the trust fund which is
a pension fund we thought it a reasonable allowance,

Mr. STAFFORD. Owing to the fact that the Congress has
taken the position in favor of giving $240 net increase to all,
and the fact that the governor of the home recommended a
maximum salary of $2,200 to these employees, would not the
gentleman agree to have the salary of these two employees fixed
at $2,000 which would make $2,240 salary?

° Mr. PADGETT. If the House did that upon a motion, well
and good. The committee thought this was a reasonable salary
as a basie salary.

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course if the gentleman is not willing
to give td these employees $40 more than the governor con-
templated in his recommendationg, I shall feel constrained to
make the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. I suggest to the gentleman that he with-
draw the point of order and make a motion to reduce the
amount.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will that be supported by the gentleman?

Mr. PADGETT. I shall not oppose it.

Mr, STAFFORD. Then Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the point
of order and offer the following amendment, to strike out in
line 21 the figures “ $2,200” and insert *“ $2,000” and in line
22, strike out the figures “ $2,200 " and insert “ $2,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Starrorp: Page 12, line 21, strike out
“$2,200 " and insert “ $2,000 " ; page 12, line 22, sirike out “ $2,200"
and insert * §2,000."

The CHAIRMAN,
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

The authorized enlisted strength of the active list of the Navy is
hereby temporarily increased until June 30, 1920, from 131,485 to
225.050 enlisted men, so that the total number of enlisted men of the
Navy, regular and temporary, shall not exceed a total of 225,000 men :
Provided, That the phrase * authorized enlisted strength "’ as applied to
the temporary enlisted reonnel for purfoatn of computations
thereon for temTom{g officers shall be 181,480 men : Provided further,
That of the total authorized temporary enlisted strength of 225, men
there is estimated and included 82,000 men for the ﬁperatlon of the
ships of the Army transport service and for the operation of the ships
from the Shipping Board, and in the event the operations of such ships
do not require the full number of 82,000 enlisted men, the number of
men less t;‘Enan 82,000 not so unired shall be discharged from the service
out of the temporary increase herein authorized.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of
order on the paragraph just read. I remember in the general
debate and in the discussion under the five-minute rule that
the question of the permanent enlisted ranks of the Navy was
adverted to. I remember the gentleman’s explanation as to the
policy to authorize only this maximum strength of 225,000
men upon the contingency that a certain number, 82,000, I
believe, would be used by the Shipping Board in the transport
service.

Mr. PADGETT. Will be used by the Navy in the operation
of the ships for the Shipping Board and the Army transports.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to inquire whether this would not
recognize for all time the permanent enlisted strength of the
Navy at 225,000 men.

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all, because it says that the author-
ized strength is increased from 131,000 temporarily to June
30, 1920, and it is limited to that time by express words. It
would have to be increased after July, 1920, by act of Con-
gress, Otherwise, it would go back to the permanent author-
ized strength, 131,485, plus the 6,000 enlisted apprentice sea-

The question is on agreeing to the amend-
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men and the Hospital Corps of about 5,700. That is all that
is provided by permanent law.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has any testimony been furnished to the
committee as to the number of men that will be needed when
the present Navy program is completed and puf in cemmission?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. Capt. Lanning i and the Bu-
reau of Navigation sent in a report for 217,000 and edd, but
the committee did not think it would reguire that many for
the reason that they were putting it on "a basis of an larger
complement of ships.

Mr. STAFFORD. Was that basis on a full complement or
the active warfare basis?

Mr. PADGETT. They were estimating that the complement
of the ships should be the full complements on all of the ships.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman
will permit, T think he misapprehended the question of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. = As I understeod the gentleman from
Wisconsin, he inguired whether any estimate has been made of
the number of men who would be required when all of the ships
heretofore anthorized were finished. Personnuy I do net know
of any such estimate.

Mr., STAFFORD. That was my question, as to the number
of men that would be required to man our ships when the
present authorized program is cempleted.

Mr. PADGETT. No; for the simple reason that we only
went to the ships that would be in commission up te the 30th
of June, 1920, the end of the fiscal year.

Mr. STAFFQRD And it was estimated that 207,000 would
be required for a full eomplement of those ships? -

Mr. PADGETT. "Two hundred and seventeen thousand.

Mr. EELLEY of Michigan. That included 20,000 men to man
ihe transports?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. = Of course, the men required fo man the |
- the Marine Corps. That was left unprovided for and, not being

transports are expected to be withdrawn after the end of the
mext fiseal year, and that would mean 197,000 men. Is that on
a basis of a full complement for the fighting shi'ps on a war
basis?

Mr. PADGETT. Not en what you would call a war bhasis,

because on a war basis they have an extra allotment for casual- |

ties and for training. It would be on the full complement, but
not as heretofore called the peace complement.

Mr., STAFFORD. Well, I remember in the discussion before
we entered the war that there was complaint made by the Navy
officials that the various naval ships were only eguipped with
some G0 to 75 per eent of the necessary men required.

Mr. PADGETT. This is known as the reserve complement,
In the peace complement, for instance, take a battleship and it
can be operated, say, with 1,050 men. In war times that ship
would have perhaps 1,560 men upon it. They estimate that for
the full complement in keeping it in activity there would be,
say, 1,400 men. Now, in making our estimates and putting it at
225,000 we have gone on the supposition that in the distribu-
tion in peace times 1,050 men would be sufficient on a ship instead
of 1,400, and on what is known as the war complement or in
actual warfare there would be, say, 1,550.

Mr. STAFFORD. With 191'000 requhu.l to man ships let
will be in commission at the end of the coming fiseal year
would it be a rash estimate to say 300,000 men would be re-
quired when all the vessels that are now under contract arve
put in commission?

Mr. PADGETT, No; I think that would be execessive.
not think it will require that many.

Mr, KELLEY of Michigan. I will say to the gentleman from
‘Wisconsin that the recommendation of the Bureau eof Naviga-
tion of 197,000 men for the regular ships of the Navy was
thought excessive by the commitiee and that is why we did not
increase the authorized strength of the Navy above 143,000 as
provided by existing law.

Mr. PADGETT. We wanted to leave that se as te make it
permanent if it is to be increased, so that when it is gone
into it can be done under more quiet times than now, on a
more natural, normal peace hasis.

Myr. KELLEY of Michigan. I will say further to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin that is what the Chief of the Bureau of
Navigation provided for keeping the destroyers in eommission
and all of the Ford boats—Eagles-—and a lot of the other craft
that could reasonably be put out of commission or in reserve
in time of peace.

Mr. STAFFORD. And it is the policy of the bureau, ns
recommended by the comumittee, that a large number of de-
stroyers will be placed in reserve? How muany have we in all?

Alr. PADGETT. Three hundred and forty-two.

I do

Mr. KELLEY of Michigzan.
economical and proper course.

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman will understand the depart-
mtiant has put no promise on that. It is only talk among our-
selves,

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, I withdraw the resei\'at!ou
of the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

The authorized enlisted strength of the Marine Co
creased to 26,207 men, distribution in the various gr:
same proportion as is now authorized by law.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the peint of
order on the paragraph just read. I would like fo have some
expression on the part of the ehmirmman of the commitfee or
some other member as to what the policy of the committee is
as to the temporary force and the permanent foree of the
Marine Corps.

Mr. PADGETT. Under existing law the permanent author-
ized strength eof the Marine Corps is 17,400. Under the tem-
porary strength the Marine Corps is 75,600. This legislation
proposes to increase the permanent strength from 17400 te
26,294 and to inerease until June 30, 1920, the temporary
strength to 50,000 instead of 75,000, as it now is. That is the
next paragrapl.

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman insist on his po[nt of
order? If not, I will make it. I do net think it is subject to
the point of order. :

- Mr. PADGETT. I de not think it is, either.

Mr. STAFFORD. I weuld like to know the reason for this
policy to increase the. permanent foree of 17,000 to 26,200,

Mr. PADGETT. In the naval bill last yeéar, whieh was ap-
proved July 1, by a Senate amendment the permanent strength

It would seem that would be an

5 is laerchy in-
;Ees to be in the

| of the Navy was inereased to 131,485,

They did not put anything in the provision for the increase of

in the amendment, was not in eonferenee, so that the conferees
could not deal with the question of the increase of the Marine
Corps. The inerease of the Navy was agreed to. There has
been a sort of general understanding that up to a certain point
the Marine Corps would be ene-fifth of the Navy, and this puts
it at one-fifth of the 131,485. The commandant of the Marine
Corps submitted a detailed siatement, which appears in the
hearings, recommending a permanent inerease to 33,000 The
Secretary of the Navy did not approve of that, but very ear-
nestly recommended and approved an inerease to 26,297,

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, dees the gentleman withdraw
the point of order?

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr,. BUTLER. I suppose a point of order will not lie agninst
this paragraph.

Mr. PADGETT. I think nei.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman withurew
order.

Mr. BUTLER. T know. T will renew it.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania renews
the point of order,

Mr. PADGETT.
it will le.

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think it weuld lie, because of the
provisions of the act eof 1908, Therefore, I am not geing to
impose——

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the provision of the act of 19087

Mr. PADGETT. The increase of the Navy and the increase
of the Marine Corps are in order on the appropriation bill

Mr. BUTLER. The act of 1908 reads:

Provided, That hereafter the number of enlisted men in the United
States Marine Corps shall be sunch as the Congress may fromr time to
time authorize.

the point of

e agreed with me that he deoes not think

Mr. PADGETT. The point of order is not made. Lef us
read ahead.
Mr. BUTLER. Obh, no. We are not going ahead with this.

This means $78,000,000, and you gentlemen whe are sitiing
here should know it. I wanf you, when you vote for this, to
understand what you are doing.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
make the point of order?

Mr. BUTLER. T will make it for the purpese of having the
Chair rule on it

The CHAIRMAN,
the Chair?

“Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman whoe is now occupyivg the
chair understands the rules of the House as well as any Mem-
ber, and consequently I hand to him this in order that Le may
rule upon it.

Will the gentleman send the provisipn to
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The CHATRMAN.
to the Chair is:

- Provided, That hereafter the number of enlisted men in the United
States Marine Corps shall be such as the Congress may from time to
time authorize.

Mr. PADGETT. Now, Congress has to appropriate for the

:  number, and it has always been treated and dealt with in the
appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN.
fore?

Mr. BUTLER. Tt has not.
pute in the committee about it.

The CHAIRMAN, Legislation is not in order on an appro-
priation bill. Merely the expression * shall be such as the Con-
gress may from time to time authorize” does not necessarily
mean that it ean be authorized upon an appropriation bill.

Mr. BUTLER. The Congress could, if they saw fit, I think.
There is another provision following it, passed eight years later,
which provides that the officers of the Marine Corps shall be
based upon the enlisted force of the Marine Corps, as provided
by Congress, anticipating quite clearly that the object of the
language and purpose of the language is to divert the question
of the size of the Marine Corps to Congress. It is not provided
there that they shall be the number of men that Congress shall
appropriate for. This is not a legislative bill, but an appro-
priation bill. I have always had my doubts about the authority.

The CHAIRMAN. This seems to be a somewhat important
proposition and, to the Chair, an entirely new proposition. The
Chair is very anxious not to make an incorrect ruling upon this.

Mr. STAFFORD. May I suggest to the chairman of the com-
mittee that he pass by the paragraphs relating to the Marine
Corps and give an opportunity to the Chairman to look up the
law?

Mr. BUTLER. Let me have a little—

The CHAIRMAN. The law-is here and the rules are here.

Mr. PADGETT. What was it the gentleman from Pennsyl-

 yania wanted to do?

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted to have a little talk with the gen-
ileman from Tennessee. Now, I would ask the gentleman from
| Tennessee, in view of the enormous increase of the appropria-
tion that will be required if we pass that, if it should not be
deferred to a later date and reorganize permanently this Ma-
rine Corps? Now, I would have no objection to the chairman
of the committee making a temporary increase in the Marine
Corps to about 50,000 men. In the next paragraph he has au-
thority to do it. If the Chair should hold that this paragraph
is in order upon this bill and it should be passed, it means an
increase of an enormous number of officers for the Marine
Corps, which I do not believe we will need in time of peace.

I do not want to argue that. I have no stroke at the Marine
Corps. I care for it as I do for my own child. At the same
time, I want the gentleman to understand that this is an in-
crease from $13,000,000 to $78,000,000 for the Marine Corps, as
much money, almost, as we appropriated for the Navy in past
times.

Mr. PADGETT. This does not increase to that extent.

Mr. BUTLER. I am willing to go in for a temporary in-
crease. This will increase it from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000.

Mr. PADGETT., Not that much.

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes. It is eight or nine thousand.

Mr. PADGETT. Let the Chair rule on it.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; let the Chair rule.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule.

Mr. SLOAN rose.

, The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Nebraska desire
{to be heard?

Mr. SLOAN. It was a question with me whether the author-
ity lies in that statute. If it does not, it does not authorize them
\to be increased in this bill. It authorizes themz to be increased
by Congress, and it is assumed that will be done in an orderly
way and not in a way that is not orderly.
| The CHAIRMAN. Yet it seems to be a very strange thing
that that provision should have been put in the law——
| Mr. BUTLER. It is surplusage—

! The CHATRMAN. Unless it was intended to apply to an ap-
propriation bill. It says:

' Provided, That hereafter the number of enlisted men in the United
States Marine Corpe shall be such as the Congress may from time to
time determine.

Of course it may be—

Mr. BUTLER. It seems like a repetition or an addition, Mr,
Chairman, if you will permit me, of language that need not be
there. As the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroax] has just
'said, it does not authorize Congress to do what it does not have
‘the right to do. It does not authorize Congress to do something
in violation of the rules.

The language which the gentleman sends

Has this question been passed upon be-

There has always been a dis-

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that that
language has no meaning whatever unless it was the intent of
the Congress at the time it was passed that the number of men
in the Marine Corps should be limited by the appropriations
made by Congress from time to time. We can limit the num-’
ber now and the amount of money we appropriate for the Ma-
rine Corps. If you do not give it that construction it has no
meaning at all, because the Congress that enacted that pro-
vision of law certainly knew that future Congresses might *
change the substantive law affecting the Marine Corps. P

Mr. SLOAN. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri if he
does not think that if Congress intended that the number of
men should depend upon the size of the appropriation Congress
would have put it in those words instead of this language?

Mr. ALEXANDER. If I had framed the language I would
have done that. .

Mr. BUTLER. If it had said, “ The number of marines that
Congress shall hereafter appropriate for,” there would be no
doubt about it.

The CHAIRMAN.
of order.

The Chair will state that probably on an important matter
like this some reason ought to be given. The general rules of
the House prevent legislation upon an appropriation bill or any-
thing that changes existing law. Here is a proviso in this act
of 1908 which would appear upon the surface to undertake to
make law, and it does make some sort of law, but it does
not seem to be intelligent law. The Chair thinks the safest
course is that we rely upon the general rules of the House,’
in view of the uncertainty of the meaning of the language that
is involved in the act of 1908, and therefore the Chair sustains
the point of order. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The authorized enlisted strength of the active list of the Marine
Corps is hereby temporarily increased until June 30, 1920, from 26,297
to 50,000, distribution in the various grades to be In the same propor-
tion as is now authorized by law : Provided, That as and when the num-
Ler of the enlisted personnel of the Marine Corps serving with the
Amcrican Expedition Forces is reduced below the number of 23,703
the temporary enlist personnel shall be reduced by the difference
between 23,703 and the number still serving with the American Expe-
ditionary Forces, -

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on that. =

Mr. PADGETT.

The Chair is going to sustain the point

I wanted to offer an amendment to this

paragraph.
Mr., STAFFORD. That is why I reserved the point of
order. I presume the gentleman wishes to change some of these

numbers. -

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. On line 7, page 16, strike out “ 26,207 "
and insert “17,400.” i .

Mr. BUTLER. That will give us the whole temporary force?

Mr. PADGETT. That will give us the whole temporary force.
Then below-

Mr. STAFFORD. In line 12—

Mr. PADGETT. I suppose we had better leave that other
just as it is, because that is the estimated number that might
be in France. =

Mr. STAFFORD. How did you arrive at that?

Mr. PADGETT. They have 25,000 in France.

Mr. STAFFORD. I suppose the nmumber “23,703,” which I
find in lines 12 and 13, is- obtained by deduecting 26,207 from
50,0007 :

Mr., PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. If you are going to amend the * 26,207"
to “17,400,” why should not that number be increased by in-
serting the number 32,6007 In the logic of mathematics
that would follow, .

Mr. PADGETT. That will be all right.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the reservation
of a point of order. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, line 7, strike out “ 26,297 " and insert “17,400" in licn
thereof.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, may I now ask the gentleman
from Tennessee a question?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. If this amendment should be adopted and the
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin is adopted,
changing those figures, the result will be by the passage of ithis
paragraph that we temporarily increase the Marine Corps to
50,000 men, with temporary officers only?

Mr PADGETT. ' Yes; and the temporary officers are limited
to the grade of major,

i
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Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

. The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee has the
oor,

Mr. PADGETT. In line 12, page 10, strike out “ 23,703 " and
ingert * 32,600.” .

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers a
further amendment. There are two amendments pending. The
Clerk will report the second.

The Clerk read as follows: s

Amendment offered by Mr, PADGETT:

“39.:. 6&?50 16, line 12, strike out ** 23,703 and insert in lieu thercof

The CHAIRMAN. Is it desired by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee that they be put together?

Mr. PADGETT. The other one has been agreed to. I want
1o come to line 14. In lines 14 and 15 I want to strike out
23,700 and insert 32,700. - il

Mr. STAFFORD. Thirty-two thousand six hundred.

Mr. PADGETT. On second thought that will not do, for the
reason that we are providing that the temporary force shall be
50,000. There are only 25,000 in France now, and that would
simply mean that we were increasing it to 42,000 men, because
the difference between 25,000 and 32,600 is 7,600, and instead of
50,000 you would only have 42,400. It would be better just to
put the first one 17,400, and the other one is based on the num-
ber in France.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. PADGETT. I will withdraw the othér amendment.

i The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 7, strike out * 26,207 " and Insert *“ 17,400 In lieu
thereof.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment.

. The amendment was agreed to. ,
! Mr. PADGETT. Now I withdraw the other amendment.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I was going to suggest to the
chairman of the committee that if he would offer an amendment
changing * 23,700 to *“25,000,” the exact number we have in
France, and then put 25,000 in line 15, the language would be
absolutely correct.

Mr. PADGETT. There are a few in excess over 25,000 in
France.

Mr. BUTLER. Make it 26,000.

Mr. PADGETT. We had better make it 25,000.
The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman a further amendment
to propose?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; in lines 12 and 13 strike out * 23,703 »
and insert *25,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,
' The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, lines 12 and 13, strike out “ 23,703 " and insert in lleu
thereof * 25,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman purpose to change the
number in lines 14 and 157

Mr. PADGETT. I do. I propose to make it 25,000.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee,

The amendment was agreed to.

AMr. PADGETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, in lines 14 and 15 I
move to strike out “ 23,703 ” and insert in lieu thereof * 25,000.”

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, lines 14 and 15, strike out * 23,703 " and insert in lieu
thereof * 25,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee,

The amendment was agreed to.
! Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the first
word. It is a peculiar pleasure to do anything we can for the
marines. The gracious courtesy that has governed their conduct
toward American citizens and the gallant chivalry they have
exhibited on the battle field are worthy of the best eras and the
best efforts of the soldiers and sailors of the Republic in this
and all wars. They have treated the question of sending their
men home with so much consideration for the wishes, the in-
terests, and the needs of the taxpayers that if there is any-
thing this Congress can do for the marines, within its powers
and limitations, I think it onght to do it. I am very glad to
have the opportunity to say that.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp. -

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the REcorp.
Is there objection?

R A ke B &

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

All officers comprising the probationary or temporary officers of the
Marine Corps and officers of the Marine Corps Reserve on active dutir.
and permanent second lientenants holding temmmr{e:&pointments n
higher grades, shall be eli ¥
transfer to the permanent Marine Corps in the grades held by them on
the date of transfer in the pro;iortion not to exceed-42 in the grade of
captain, 42 in the grade of first lieutenant, and 56 in the grade of second
lientenant. Transfers so made shall be made without regard to age in
grade, and if not found qualified in sald grades to lower grades after
quallﬁcntion: Provided, That no transfers so made shall be to a higher
grade than captain, and all officers so transferred shall establish to
the satisfaction of the Becretary of the Navy, under such rules as he
may prescribe, the mental, moral, professional, and physical qualifica-
tions to perform all the duties of the grades to which transferred:
Provided further, That 25 additlonal marine gunners and 25 quarter-
master clerks are hereby authorized.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order,
My purpose is to inquire whether it is not necessary to reduce
the number of officers authorized in this paragraph by reason
of our failing to increase the permanent enlisted sirength .of
the Marine Corps?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir. I think not. They wanted 200, and
the committee reduced the number to 140.

Mr. STAFFORD. They desire 200 officers on the permanent
enlisted force for 22,600 men. The House has adhered to the
present enlisted strength of 17,400,

Mr. PADGETT. This is not an increase of the authorized
number. The law of August 29, 1916, fixes the number they
are entitled to in different grades. This is only to allow them
to take into the servicermen from the temporary service who
can qualify under the authorizations already allowed. Instead
of giving authority to fill it all up, this is to allow a limited
number to come in from the temporary force who can qualify.
It does not add to the number of officers that are authorized
if they had the men to fill them.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the purpose in the last proviso?

Mr. PABGETT. The last proviso does add some clerks, but
that is because they are short of the number required for the
efficient operation of their guns.

Mr. STAFFORD. It does not relate to the enlisted force of
the Marine Corps?

Mr. PADGETT. No.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation
of the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendments
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 17, page 16, strike out the words “ probationary or."
19 and 20,

ble to fill vacancles created by

e 16, strike out the words “ and permanent Becoml llill::?
tenants hol temporary appointments in higher grades.” And in
line 6, page 17, change the word “the™ to “ thefrr." In line 10,
page 17, insert after the word “ twenty-five” the word “ additional.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments pro-
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee, .

The amendments were agreed to. J

Mr, McKEOWN., Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. The 200 officers, as I understood, were for 33,000
:}na;l:l)ss instead of 26,000; therefore ought this not to be re-

a H

Mr. PADGETT. Noj; they are short of officers under the or-
ganization. The number they have in each grade is fixed by
law. There is a certain percentage—4 per cent—of enlisted
personnel, and this is simply to allow this many temporary
officers to come in and qualify. It does not add to the total
number of authorized officers. It gives an opportunity for 140
officers that are in the temporary service to qualify and come
into the permanent service to fill up the gap that exists there.
It does not add to the number in the permanent service.

Mr. McKEOWN. I had an impression that the 200 officers
requested were on the theory that the Marine Corps would be
33,000, and your committee has reduced it to 26,000.

Mr. PADGETT. No; it was a question of how much we
would take in of the temporary force.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Enrolled members of the Naval Reserve Force and of the Marine
Corps Reserve, other than commissioned and warrant officers, who have
performed active duty during the war, may, upon their own np{,]ica-
tion, be transferred to the regular Navy and Marine Corps, respectively,
to serve the unexpired term of their enrollment in such rating or rank
as they may be found qualified under such regulations as the Secretary

of the Navy mnty grescr be : Provided, That such transfers may be made
not in excess of the authorized enlisted strength of the Nasy or Marine
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Corps.: Provided further, That members so transferred shall be entitled
to and receive at the time of transfer the same pay, ts, privileges,
:&mqmﬁuiauﬁpon mﬂﬁ??m&“ﬁu m:&%?&e':t'
in the regular Navy or Marine Corps.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph.

Mr, PADGETT. Let me state to the gentleman what the pur-
pose of this is. We have enrolled men in the Naval Reserve
Force in the Navy and in the Marine Corps who have been
serving during the war. When the war ends they ge back to
inactive duty, but they are in the Naval Ileserves. In order
to encourage enlistment in the Navy and in the Marine Corps
this simply allows a man to count as a part ef his four years'
enlistment, when he eomes in to enlist regularly, the time he
has actually served in the war. He counts if as service in the
Navy and the Marine Corps instead of in the Reserve Corps. He
has been serving in the Navy and the Marine Corps under the
designation of reserve. This simply allows him te get the
benefit of that as a part of his feur years' enlistment.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation
of the point of order.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk begins to
read, may I ask the chairman of the committee how late he

to stay, so that we may answer gentlemen who coms
here with a similar inquiry?

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I have stated to a number of
people that if it became necessary I would ask the House to
stay as late as 10 e’clock, but we are running along nicely now,
and I think that we ean get to a peint in the bill mueh earlier
than that where we ean quit, and be able to finish the bill by
to-morrow night.

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think the gentleman will be able to
finish it to-morrow night.

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, I think we ean.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman indicate the place in
the bill where we might read to and then rise?

Mr. PADGETT. I think if we read along through these
items that are not disputed we might go down to the Marine
Corps, which is on page 43. %

Mr. STAFFORD. Then the gentleman does
meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning?

Mr. PADGETT. I wanted to.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is asking a very unreason-
able thing if he expects us to go to-night to page 43 and then
meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock.

Mr. GARNER. There is no contest about any of these items.

Me. STAFFORD. If the gentleman from Texas will ex-
amine the bill he will see that we are now considering every-
thing that is new legislation, which demands explanation, and
which has not been made in general debate by the chairman
or anyone else.

Mr. GARNER. We will be through with the new legislation
in two or three pages. ’

Mr. BUTLER. I want very much to acecommodaie the gen-
tleman from Tennessee for two reasons: First, he ought to be
accommedated, and, second, he is always trying te accommo-
date somebody else; but I have been sitting here continuously
since 11 o'clock this morning, and I am years old.

Mr, PADGETT. Soam L

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think the gentleman ought to indicate
some page before that.

Mr. GARNER. We want to get through to-morrow.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is impossible; with the fight there
is on the naval program.

Mr. PADGETT. I think we can.

Mr. STAFTFORD. The gentleman
dreams.

Mr. GARNER. There is no dispute about a lot of this along
here.

Mr. STAFFORD. The amounts carried arve thirty and forty
million dollars, increased threefold over what it was two
years ngo.

Mr. BAER.
marines yet?

Mr. PADGETT. Submarines are all mixed up with every-
thing else. T suggest that page 39 will be a good plaee to stop.

The Clerk read as follows:

All enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps having war service
and who may hereafter be discharged or who have been disc from
the service since November 11, 1918 (other than a dishonorable dis-
charge), and before the expiration of thelr full enlistment shall receive,
under such rules and ons as the Secretary of the Navy may pre-

seribe, an honorable d!s'«:hurpe, amd shall be furnished with nsportn-
tion to their I , with tence and transfers en route.

Ar, McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last

not’ exbcct to

is indulging in idle

Have we covered the approprintions for sub-

word, so as to ask about the words " war service.”

Mr. PADGETT. They mean those who have been serving in
the Navy during the period of this war.

Mr. McKEOWN. That will cover all persons?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mi. DUPRE. In conneetion with the inguiry of the gentle-
man from Oklahoma, does the gentleman from Tennessee thini
that what he has said will be in anyway controlling in the appli-

| eation of this Lill when it eomes to some body who interprets it?

Mr. PADGETT. I think so.
mendations of the department.
Way. ¥

Mr. DUPRE. T am very glad to have the assurance of the
gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr, STAFFORD. Is not this existing practice and the law? !

Mr. PADGETT. No; under existing law a man gets an lion-
orable discharge only if he serves out the full four years; in
other words, eompletes his contract . |

If he gets short of the four years he gets an ordinary dis-
charge. There is nething dishonorable about an erdinary dis-
charge, but the ordinary discharge does not carry with it
transportation and it is not an henorable discharge. Now,
these boys who entered, many of them, for four years, intending
for the war, if they get a discharge they do not get an honerable
discharge, but an erdinary discharge. This is to give them an
honorable a » and their transportation.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma
amendment. i

The Clerk read as follows: ’ i

Any enlisted man- of the Navy er. Marine Corps who since. April T,
1917, and before November 11, 1918, ealisted for the period of four
years may, upon his application made to the Seeretary of the Navy on
or before July 1, 1919, be held and construed to have enlisted for the
durition of the war and granted an honorable discharge: Provided,
That said enlisted man is otherwise entitled to an honorable discharge,

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I reserve n point of erder
on the paragraph.

Mr. BROWNING. I was going to make a motion to nmend.

Mr. STAFFORD: T reserve the point of order to sec whether
we can secure an agreement on the suggestion to be made by
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Brownina] to insert the
word “shall” instead of * may.” ;

Mr. PADGETT. There is no objection. i

Mr. STAFFORD. Then I withdraw the reservation of the
point of order.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, ¥ move to amemd, on line
11, paze 18, by striking out the word “may ™ awd Inserting the
word *shall.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendmend.

The Cierk read as follows:

A sll-:ml;;e"ls, line 11, strike out the word “may ' and ipscrt the word
il

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was pro-
posed some time ago. I do not think it is worth while to say
very much about it. It was the intention of the committee
when that passed that this should not give the Secretary of the
Navy the privilege of * may,” but that they * shall™ be dis-
charged.

Mr. PADGETT. 'The enly thing I want to call attention to
is that when you put the word * shall™ it makes it exceedingly
drastie, and by operation of law all four-year men who come
in from that time go out with the men who enlisted for the
period of the war and you leave the Navy bankrupt of mem.

Mr. BROWNING. I want to make it drastic; it is my pur-
pose to make it drastic. If these men want te come back, they
can reenlist.

Mr. DUPRE. Just a moment, will the gentleman from New
Jersey yield?

Mr. BROWNING. I yield. {

Mr. DUPRE. I want te ascertain why this differeuce between
the Navy and the Marine Corps. Releases from the Marine
Corps are eomparatively simple. I understand every applica-
tion of men in that eorps must be presented to the Marine
Corps headguarters here, but when it eomes to seme oune in
the Navy, why, then under a eomparatively recent ruling that
matiter must be handled by the superior efficer of the man who
asked to be released from the Navy; but in the Marine Corps
the only man who ean discharge another, unless I have failed
te follow these varying changes of orders, is that in the Marine
Corps the last appeal is to the headguarters here, I am very
glad that is the case. Will the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mpr. Browxina] give me some information as to how the differ-
ence exists between the Navy and the Marine Corps?

Mr. BROWNING. I do not know, in answering the gentle-
man’s question, just what particular difference he has refer-
ence to. I only want to say in this instance there secems to have

It is ecarrying out the recom-
They want te have this that
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been a misunderstanding with a great many young men who

enlisted in the Navy. It was stated on the floor sometime ago

that a great many of these young men had enlisted for the period

of the war, but when they came to sign their papers it read they

should enlist for four years. Now, the object of this amendment

is to allow these men who enlisted for the four years to get out
" of the Navy.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me
to pursue this inquiry?

Mr. PADGETT. We would like to make progress.

Mr. DUPRE. I am inclined to make progress, but I woull
like to know something about this particular proposition.

Mr. PADGETT. The difference between the Marine Corps
and the Navy is that——

Mr. DUPRE. With regard to releases?

Mr. PADGETT. The Marine Corps is like the Army. It is
on an Army organization. There they do not have charge of
ships and vessels, and a man could be discharged from the
Marine Corps without reference to the ship. When a man is on a
ship you have to consider what condition it is going to leave the
ship in when he is discharged. For instance, if you reduce the

-number of gunners, the number of machinists, the electricians,
or any others of those on a ship, below a certain point, you de-
stroy the efficiency of the ship.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman may
have his time extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from XNew Jersey [Mr,
Browxixg] has the floor. The gentleman from Louisiana |Mr.
DuprE] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman
from New Jersey be extended for five minutes. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chalir hears none.

Mr. DUPRE. The situation, as I understand, is this: With
regard to releases from the War Department, it has been made
quite clear—and even the Chief of Staff has finally made it
clear—that requests in that regard must be made through the
military channels and transmitted to the superior officer of the
man who is in the military service. Very good. I have no
complaint to make in that regard. With regard io the men
who are in the Navy, I understood that previous to the order
that issued from the War Department a similar announcement
was given from the Navy Department. Is that true? I ask
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Papcerr].

Mr. PADGETT. I thought the gentleman was addressing the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BrowxNixg].

Mr. DUPRE. I was trying to get information.
from whom I obtain it.

Mr, PADGETT. What was your question?
here and not listening.

Mr. DUPRE. I was asking if it had not been true until very
recently, and is it not true now, that the only way for one who
is in the naval service—I am mnot talking of the marines, be-
cause I have that in reservation—is it not true that the only
way one in the naval service can secure release is to make ap-
plieation through his immediate commanding officer ?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; he has to make it there.

Mr. DUPRE. Very good. And there is nothing to be done
through the Bureau of Navigation or by appeal to the Secretary
of the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; I understand if it is refused by the
commanding officer he can have it renewed by the Bureau of
Navigation.

Mr. DUPRE. That is very good so far. Now, we are
coming to the Marine Corps, which was the matter we were
discussing. I understand now that if one is in the Marine Corps
and seeks to get relief that, not as was the case in the Army,
not as was the case in the Navy proper, it is still vested in the
major general commandant of the Marine Corps?

Mr. PADGETT. I think it is both ways.

Mr. BROWNING. It is both ways, but the gentleman for-
gets that there is no such situation in the Marine Corps in
their enlistment as to time. They are either enlisted for the
war or four years. JIn this case it seems to be the case of
young men who have enlisted in the Navy being fooled.

Mr. PADGETT A man can apply direct to the commandant
of the Marine Corps, 1 understand.

Mr. DUPRE. That is what I wanted to bring out. I un-
derstand the condition is this: Whenever he is in the Marine
Corps it is permissible for him, or somebody else having an in-
terest in him, to present his claim to the Marine Corps for
release?

Mr. PADGETT. I so stated. He could present it directly
to the commandant, .

1 do not care

I was reading

Mr. DUPRE. So, if that is the case, why may it not be done
to the honorable Secretary of the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know why the difference. was
made. You would have to get that from the Secretary of the
Navy. I do not know why he made the difference.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. Browxixg] has expired.

Mr. DUPRE. I ask time in my own right.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. DUPRE, The gentleman from Tennessee should find out
from the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Daniels, why
this distinction is being made between the men of the Marine
Corps and men enlisted in the Navy.

I would like to know why this differentiation exists between
the Navy and the Marine Corps in that regard?

Mr. PADGETT. I stated to the gentleman that I did not
know why it was; that the Secretary made the difference, but
I could not tell the gentleman why he made it.

Mr. DUPRE. I repeat my inquiry in that regard, and it
seems to me that the chairman of the committee, who comes
here and asks us to swallow a lot of things that gag a great
many of us, should be able to answer a simple question like
that. Will the gentleman seek to ascertain the reason?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; I will try to find out.

Mr. DUPRE. And “ill the gentleman put it in the Rl.wnn
when he finds out?

Mr. PADGETT.
I find out. ¥

Mr. DUPRE. Well, that does not quite satisfy me. [Laugh-
ter.] The gentleman said he wonld seek to ascertain, and then
seek to put it in the REcorp.

Mr., PADGETT. I said I would seek the information and
put it in the Recorp if I ascertained it.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman put it in the Recorp in
that event?

Mr. PADGETT. I will

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, what was the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey?

Yes; T will try to put it in the Recorp if

Mr. GARNER. To strike out “may " and insert “ shall.”
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.,

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it -

Mr. GARNER. A division, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 0.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., PADGETT : Page 18, line 14, after the word
“* discharged,” Insert the words * on his arrival at a home port.”

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chalrman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Tennessee just what that means?

Mr. PADGETT. It means this: Under the language it says
he shall be granted an honorable discharge. Suppose a fellow
is on a ship in China or somewhere else. He ought not to be
discharged over there. He ought to be discharged when he
arrives at a home port.

Mr. BROWNING. Baut suppose, Mr, Chairman, he is down at
Guantanamo Bay or in San Domingo. IHas he got to waif
until he comes home?

Mr. PADGETT. 1 think =o.

Mr. BROWNING. I am opposed to that.

Mr. PADGETT. I will withdraw it, Mr.
than have any controversy over it.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee withdraws
the amendment. The Clerk will read.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman,
out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do that in crder to find out ahout
the application for a discharge. 1 would like to inquire of the

Chairman, rather

I move to strike
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chairman whether or not under this language the application
must be made directly to the Secretary of the Navy? .

Mr. PADGETT. It should be addressed to him, but it would
come throngh military channels. It would be forwarded.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. It does not say anything about
that. But if you go to the Secretary of the Navy and ask to
have a man disecharged he will tell you that his application
must be made to his commanding officer.

Mr. BROWNING. The gentleman will understand that there
are a whole lot of rules that we do not put into the law. The
Secretary of the Navy can make his own rules. There is no
trouble about that.

Mr. DUPRE. He will make his rules to suit himself.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You say the application will be
made to the commanding officer, but it will be forwarded to
the Secretary of the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. He will make his rules and regula-
tions for carrying it out.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas.
out the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to strike
out the last two words.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. Under this clause that we are
now on, 2 man who is not entitled to honorable discharge would
not get any kind of a discharge until the four years arc up,
would he?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Where is the language authorizing
that?

Mr. PADGETT. This simply provides that he shall be held
and construed to have enlisted for the duration of the war, and
will be granted an honorable discharge, provided he is entitled
to an honorable discharge.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The way the bill is drawn,
though, does not the question go not only to his honorable
discharge, but to the guestion that he is held to have enlisted
only for the duration of the war?

Mr. PADGETT. No. He is held to have enlisted for the
war, and he would be given an honorable discharge, or an or-
dinary discharge, or a dishonorable discharge; but this gives
him an honorable discharge if he would be entitled to it other-
W

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike

ise.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texag, So it is the intention of the com-
mittee to draw this bill so that, irrespective of whether he is
entitled te an honorable discharge, he is held to have enlisted
only for the duration of the war?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Suppose the term of enlistment of a
man in the Navy expires when he is out at sen. Just what
happens? Y
. Mr. PADGETT. He is always brought home and discharged
here.

Mr. HUMPHREYS, So there will be no trouble about this
then?,

Mr. PADGETT. None at all. The only reason I offered it
was because they said they thought it would' clear up the
matter,

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who enlisted for the

eriod of the war may, under such regulations as the Secretary of the
Flnv,\r miay prescribe, extend such enlistment for a period of one, two,
S eta. Erivilagen. DAy and allowances in all Tespects 88 though resu:
ml_\r dlgcharm-d and reenlisted immediately upon expiration of a full
four-year enlistment.

Mr. STAFFORD.
tant paragraph.

Mr. PADGETT. The puarpose of it is this: Here is a man
in the Navy or Marine Corps who enlisted for the period of
the war. He served, say, a year and six months, and he wants
to get into the Navy or the Marine Corps permanently. This
is to allow him to extend his enlistment so as to make it the
{full term of four years, counting the time that he served under
this temporary enlistment as a part of his full enlistment. It
is along the same lines as the preceding paragraph.

Mr, STAFFORD. As I read it—though I do not read it with
the full knowledge that the chairman of the committee has—I
should think this really provides for the extension of enlist-
ments for one year, two years, three years, or four years, as the
cnlisted seamen may elect.

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly; but it says that he shall bhave
the same benefits as if he had reenlisted upon the expiration
of a full four-year term. Now he has to serve a four-year term
in order to get the benefit of a four-year term; but during the

I reserve a point of order on this impor-

war 4 man may have served two years, and he would extend his
time for two years to make up a Tull four-year term. Another
man enlisted for three years. He would extend it, adding to
what he had already served enough to make it a four-year term.

Mr. STAFFORD. What benefit will he receive, if this para-
graph is agreed to, by an extension of his term of enlistment?

Mr. PADGETT. He would get the benefit that the two serv-
ices would be added together, and at the expiration of the four
years the two together would be counted as a full term.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then this does not give him any benefit or
increased pay by reason of enlistment. ;

Mr. PADGETT. Not when he now reenlists; but if at the
expiration of the four years he reenlists he wounld get the benefit
provided on a second enlistment.

Mr. STAFFORD, The gentleman is eertain that he will not
receive any benefits by reason of reenlistment for this extended
period when it does not exceed the four-year period? )

Mr. PADGETT. We made that inquiry, and it was so stated.

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the reservation.

Mr. ROGERS, Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Rocers : Page 18, line 23, after the word
“ enlistment,” Insert as a new paragraph the following :

“In time of war or national emergency boards for the selectlon of
officers of the Naval Reserve Force of and above the rank of lienten-
ant commander for promotion to the next higher grade or rank as now
authorized by law shall be composed of not less than five officers of the
Navy, senior in rank to the officers to be selected for promotion.”

Mr, PADGETT. I reserve a point of order for a moment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman reserves the point of order.

Mr. ROGERS. 1 wish the gentleman would reserve it long
enough to permit me to state my case.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes,

Mr. ROGERS., My amendment is in the precise language of a
recommendation made by Secretary Daniels to the House of
Representatives, and by the Speaker transmitted to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs on, I think, the 11th of January, 1919,
There are 990 Naval Reserve lientenant commanders. Many of
these men have been in the naval service since the outbreak of
the war. Many of them have rendered exiremely valuable serv-
ice. A Tormer Secretary of the Navy, now a Senator elect of
the United States, is one of the 990. Not a single reserve lieu-
tenant commander has been promoted to the rank of commander
during the war.

The naval appropriation act for the current year, approved
July 1, 1918, contains the following paragraph :

No officer of any clags of the Naval Reserve force sball, in time of
peace, be promoted above the e of lentenant comm L in
time of war or other natlional emergency officers of the Naval Reserve
force of and above the rank of lientenant commander in active service
shall be eligible for selection for promotion to the next higher grade or
rank by the same board of officers that select cfficers of the United
States Navy for promotion to such higher ranks and grades, under the
same roles and regulations as apply te the selection for promotion ef
officers of the United States Navy.

The Secretary of the Navy, in spite of that authorization in
the naval appropriation act, has never taken advantage of the
opportunity and has never caused to be examined for promotion
a single Naval Reserve lieutenant commander. A selection
board for the régular Navy met in July, 1918, but no reserve
officers were considered for promotion. In August, 1918, the
Bureau of Navigation notified the reserve officers by circular
letter that selection boards for reserve officers of the rank of
lientenant commander would meet in January, 1919. In De-
cember, 1918, reserve lieutenant commanders were invited fo
submit any information which should be considered with refer-
ence to their promotion.

A seleetion board met last month and selected officers for the
regular Navy, but the Secretary of the Navy declined to sign
an order which would authorize the board to consider reserve
officers,

Secretary Daniels has stated that the reason which led him
to decline to allow that board to pass upon the promotion of
reserve lieutenant commanders was that the board for promo-
tion in the regular Navy which was made up of nine admirals
was 80 very much overworked in considering regular Navy pro-
motions that it had no time or opportunity to pass upon reserve
promotions. And therefore the Secretary of the Navy in trans-
mitting the exact language that I have just offered wrote to the
Speaker of the House of Representatives as follows:

Attention is respectfully invited to the faet that the law quoted
requires that the rd for selection of officers for promotion in the
Naval Reserve Force must be the same hoard of officers that selects
officers of the regular Navy for promotion. The regular Navy selec-
tion board is required by law to be composed of mine rear -u{mlrals.

This bhoard is charged with the selection of officers for promotion in
the higher grades ofsboth the regular Navy and the Coast Guard.
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The addition to the dutics of the board of selection for promotion of
officers of the higher grodes in the Naval Reserve Force therefore
adds an almost overwhelming amount of extra work on the board.
All members of the regular board, as is na and unavi y
high administrative and executive positions apd commands of the
reatest importance. This addition to their duties of selection in the
vavial Reserve Force in its practical working out makes it imprac-
ticable, if not im ble, for the members the board to properly
perform their regular duties, and under existing conditions will tend to
threaten the efficiency of the Navy as a whole. ;

There is, therefore, inclosed herewith a gorgposed draft of a bill to
anthorize the appointment of a separate rd for the selection of
officers for promotion in the Naval Reserve Force; and In view of the
patent urgency of this measure, as above set forth, it is requested that
same be enacted, if practicable, before the close of the present session
of Congress,

My, Chairman, I have no information as to the reasons which
led the committee to disregard the urgent recommendations of
the Secretary of the Navy. Clearly, these lieutenant com-
manders of the reserve force, 1,000 in number, many of whom
have been in the Navy and have done splendid service for a
year and a half or two years, should be given an opportunity at
least to present their case for promotion. There is not a single
case of promotion up to this time. My amendment is in the
words of the Secretary of the Navy, and creates another instru-
mentality which would allow meritorious lieutenant commanders
of the reserve force to be promoted after proper hearing and
investigation. I hope that the chairman of the committee will
be induced to withdraw his reservation of a point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the law provides a remedy
now—the same remedy provided for regular officers—nine ad-
mirals, six of whom must agree, but this is a provision to
change it and substitute a different board of five officers, who
instend of admirals shall be officers just above the grade of
captain, I make the point of order,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

The act of April 16, 1918 (Public, No. 120), granting, under certain
conditions, to every eccmmissioned officer of the Army the right to quar-
ters in kind for their dependents, or the authorized commutation there-
for, including the allowances for heat and !lfllﬁ, shall hereafter be con-
strued to apply to officers of the Navy and ine Corps only who are
eerving in the field as Rart of the American Expeditionary Forces under
the jurisdiction of the War Department.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.
Do these men get this allowance now?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. What is the necessity for the legislation?

Mr., PADGETT. This is the limitation upon the allowances
under that act of October 6, I think it was, when there was a
provision put in the law allowing commutation of quarters for
officers who were serving, engaged in the war, and the Comp-,
troller of the Treasury held that the Marine Corps and the
Navy were entitled to the benefit of it. An officer who is serv-
ing at sea gets 10 per cent additional pay instead of commuta-
tion of quarters. Under that law he is getting the 10 per cent
for sea service, and then he is getting the commutation
of quarters in addition. This applies generally to the offi-
cers of the Navy and the Marine Corps and provides that it
shall be cut down to those who are serving in the field in foreign
service and not the men who were serving at sea here in the
United States or across the waters back and forth. This provi-
sion will save about $11,000,000, which otherwise under existing
law would have to be paid in the way of commutation of
quarters.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, it would save the $11,000,000 if the
men are not kept over there.

Mr. PADGETT. That is what the estimate is; that the serv-
jee that will be performed and the number of officers who will
get it will save about $11,000,000.

Mr. WALSH. If they are kept in France.

Mr. PADGETT. No. Under existing law they get it whether
they are in France or not in France.

Mr, WALSH. Does the gentleman state that in time of peace
the Marine Corps and the Navy officers are serving with the
War Department?

Mr. PADGETT. No; the marines are serving with the War
Department over there, and the Navy is not serving with the
MWar Department.

Mr. WALSH. It provides that it shall hereafter be con-
strued to apply to officers of the Navy and Marine Corps who
are serving in the field as part of the American Expeditionary
Forces under the jurisdiction of the War Department.

Mr. PADGETT. Those are the only ones who would get it
hereafter, which comprise a very limited number, whereas all
of thiem are getting it now.

Mr. WALSH. Of course they are getting it now because of
this former act and because there is a war.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, This provides that that act shall be
construed to apply to this limited number and not to the whole

of .them,

Mr. WALSH. It must be rather a high limit if there is a sav-
ing of $11,000,000.

Mr. PADGETT. Tt is. When you come to pay commutation
of quarters for rooms and heat and light, it amounts to a heap
of money. =

Mr. WALSH. Does it embrace within its provisions any of
the naval aviation force?

AMr. PADGETT. It includes everyone who is with the Navy
who gets the benefit of it.

Mr. WALSH. I assume that it includes those that were in-
cluded within it.

Mr. GARNER. Under that act everybody got the benefit of
quarters and 10 per cent while at sea. Under this provision
only those in France will get the benefit of it. That is the
difference.

. Mr. WALSH. The gentleman from Texas has stated it very
conecisely and briefly, but I should like to know if this includes
within its provisions officers of the naval aviation force who
are in the Expeditionary Forces?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; the Navy does not separate officers.
They are detailed to the aviation duty. The man may be serv-
ing in aviation to-day and be transferred to some other duty
to-morrow or next month.

Mr., WALSH. Then, as I understand the gentleman, if this
is permitted to become a law, it will save $11,000,000 for the
reasons stated by the genileman, supplemented by the reasons
stated by the gentleman from Texas, but it will only constitute
that saving in the event that these officers are kept abroad as
part of the Expeditionary Forces. There will not be any Expe-
ditionary Force after they come home. ;

Mr, PADGETT. No. >

Mr. WALSH. There will not be any pay ; it will not be any
saving.

Mr. PADGETT. This is putting a limit during the fiscal year
E‘hen the Navy is operating, and it saves it when he is here at

ome,

Mr. GARNER. It does not save anything while he is in
France, but when he comes from France he can not have the
10 per cent and commutation both. There is the difference,

Mr. WALSH. I think the gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. GARNER. That is the statement of the gentleman from
Tennessee,

Mr. WALSH. Those who are serving in the field as part of
the American Expeditionary Force.

Mr. GARNER. That is the exception. The general law gives
them, according to the Comptroller of the Treasury, and allows
them 10 per cent while on sea duty, and also an allowance for
commutation and quarters while on sea duty. They get both.
This only makes exception of allowance and commutation to
those people who are with the Expeditionary Force in France.
None will get it when they come from France except those on
seqn duty.

Mr. WALSH. When they come from France, the American
Expeditionary Forces, what will the saving be by reason of not
having to pay this?

Mr. PADGETT. They would not get any then.

Mr. WALSH. Then there will be a further saving?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; they will save still more.

Mr. WALSH. How much?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know.

Mr. WALSH. I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

The rates of pay prescribed in section 15 of an act entitled “An act
to temporarily increase the commissioned and warrant and enlisted
strength of the Nav? and Marine Corps, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved May 22, 1917, are hereby made the permanent rates of pay of
the enlisted men of the Navy.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the whole thing about it is
this: Sometime last year we passed the act of May 22 provid-
ing that during the war the pay of the Navy should be added
to by $15 a month to the fellow who got up to $21 a month,
I have the act here and I will read it:

That commencing June 1, 1917, and continuing until not later ihan
six months after the termination of the present war, all enlisted men of
the Navy of the United States in active service whose base pay does not
exceed $21 per month shall recelve an increase of $15 per month ; those
whose base pay is over §21 and does not execed $24 a month, an in-
crease of $12 per month ; those whose base pay is over $24 and less
than $45 per month, an increase of $8 per month: and those whose
base pay is $45 or more per month, an increase of $60 per annumz-
Provided

AMr. STAFFORD. That is the substantive part of it.

Mr. PADGETT. This simply makes it permanent pay of the
Navy. i

Mr., STAFFORD. Under existing law, which the gentleman
has just read, the pay will continue for at- least six months
after the termination of the war?
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Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr, STAFFORD. That will be well into the next fiscal year.
The seamen now enlisted in the service will receive those rates
of pay. If we grant this increase, a permanent increase, it
will naturally affect the policy of the War Department. I think
it is far better, in view of the fact that their pay is secure for
nearly a year hence, when Congress will be in possession of full
information as to what should be the parmanent pay of the
enlisted men in the Army and also the seamen in the Navy, that
it should be deferred, and therefore I make the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Before the gentleman makes the point of
order I want to say I do not believe that if you make the point
of order, and that remains the pay, you can get men to enlist in
the Navy at the present pay.

Mr, STAFFORD. Why, the present pay is that which is now
prescribed by law. :

Mr. PADGETT. Here a man comes along and enlists for four
years, and if his pay will drop down $15 in three or four months
from now he will not enlist.

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per-
mit me, please?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order,

Mr. WALSH. The point of order has been sustained.

Mr. BUTLER. This is talking after the thing has happened.

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve the point of order.

Mr. BUTLER. We all want to insist on young men who be-
long to us and the people we represent coming out of this Navy.
But we must have other men to take their places, as the
Chairman has said to-day. We will not, in my judgment, be
able to enlist these men to take the places of the young men we
are now endeavoring to have released from the service unless
we increase this pay.

Mr, PADGETT. They are turning them out by the wholesale,
and you are going to have a barren Navy.

Mr, STAFFORD. The gentleman realizes——

Mr. BUTLER. I know it will cost a good deal of money.

Mr. STAFFORD (continuing). It prescribes virtually the
pay of the Army, and yet the gentleman has not conferred with
the Committee on Military Affairs at all as to what the pay
should be. For the present I insist on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of or-
der two or three times. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Section 1 of the act entitled “An act to Increase the number of
midshtfmen at the United States Naval Academy,” approved December
20, 1917, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: That hereafter
there shall be allowed at the United States Naval Academy five mid-
ghipmen for each Senator, Representative, Delegate in Cong;ess and
Resident Commissioner from FPorto Rico, and five for the striet of
Columbia, 15 appointed each year at large, and 100 appointed an-
nually from enlisted men of the Navy, as now authorized by law.

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve a point of order. What is the
necessity for this authorization?

Mr. PADGETT. Just a question of fairness. Under existing
law each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress is
entitled to five midshipmen at the Naval Academy. Porto Rico
is entitled to only one, and the Distriet of Columbia to two.
It occurred to us that it was entirely fair that the District of
Columbia, that has as many people as any congressional district,
or more, should have as much representation as a congressional
district, and Porto Rico should have as much representation as
Hawaii or Alaska or the others. And to that extent it changes
existing law. 7

Mr. BUTLER. Just for the two places?

Mr. PADGETT. That is all. It gives the District of Coluni-
bia five instead of two; it gives Porto Rico five instead of one,
and puts them on an equality with the congressional districts of
the country.

Mr, DUPRE. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF-
Forp] permit me to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques-

tion?
Mr. STAFFORD. I shall be delighted.

Mr. DUPRE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that
each congressional district was entitled to have five appointees?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. DUPRE. How are they prorated?

Mr. PADGETT. Whenever you have a vacancy you have the
right to fill it. If you have five vacancies you appoint them all
at once, and if you have one you just appoint for that one. You
have to keep five there all the time.

Mr. DUPRE., I would like to know if there is any sort of pro
rata in the way of districts whereby this matter is handled?

Mr. PADGETT. None at all. Whenever you have a vacancy
you have a right to make an appointment.,

Mr. DUPRE. Did I understand the gentleman from Tennes-
see to say that the practice is that he may withhold his appoint-
ment and then throw five at a time on Admiral Eberle, or on the
new superintendent?

Mr. PADGETT. Admiral Secales.

Mr. DUPRE. Are you going to throw five at Admiral Scales
at one time?

Mr. PADGETT. I fill them as they occur.

Mr. DUPRE. I do that, too, but I would like to know how the
thing is worked, if the gentleman has time to explain.

Mr. PADGETT. Whenever there is a vacancy you make an
appointment. If you would appoint five at once, and none of
them died, resigned, or dropped out, you would not have another
appointment until they graduated. .

Mr. DUPRE. I am very glad to find out how you are advised
about these vacancies.

Mr, PADGETT. I always fill mine, and I would advise you to
fill yours.

Mr. DUPRE. How is a Member of Congress advised of these
five vacancies?

Mr. PADGETT. As they happen he gets notice from the
Bureau of Navigation. They send him a letter telling him of the
vacancy, and send him a nomination blank on which to nominate
the young man whom he wishes to appoint.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Calvin Willard Gilfillan is hereby authorized.and permitted to take
the examination for the Naval Academy in February, 1919, and, on
satisfactorily passing the examination and being otherwise qualiﬂeri. to
enter the academy at the usual time in 1919, "

Mr. WALSH. Mr., Chairman, I reserve a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts re-
serves a point of order.

Mr. WALSH. This is rather an unusval provision.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; it is a rather unusual case.
explain the circumstances.

Up until last year, some time in 1918, the law was to the
effect that in the case of nominations to Annapolis by Members
of Congress—Senators and Representatives—candidates must

I will

| be not less than 16 years nor more than 20 at the date of tak-

ing their examination. Now, then, they were holding two ex-
aminations a year, the first one in February and the second one
in April, about the third week in April, somewhere about the
20th. Last May, I think it was, we passed an act changing the
law, providing that the candidates must be not less than 16
¥ears old nor more than 20 on the 1st day of April of the year
in which they are to enter the academy, fixing the time at a
definite date.

At the time of the passage of that act this young man had
been nominated to Annapolis; he had gone to a preparatory
school, and was attending a preparatory school in order to
enter. If the law had not been changed he could take the
February examination and would be within the prescribed age,
but as the date was changed from the time of taking the ex-
amination to a fixed date he was 15 days too old on the 1st of
April, so that had the law not been changed after his nomina-
tion he could have taken the examination in February and
would have been within the age limit. But the law being .
changed, making it the 20th day of April, he became 20 years
of age about the 15th or 16th of March, so that he became 15
days too old by virtue of this change of law after he had been
nominated, when he was preparing to take the examination
and expecting to take it. There is only one case, and none
other can arise under the law.

Mr. WALSH. Where is he from?

Mr. PADGETT. From the State of Texas.
nated by Mr. McLEMORE.

Mr. WALSH. When will he take the examination?

Mr. PADGETT. This coming February.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman says this is the only case,
When this special act was under consideration, as the gentle-
man will recall, on its first presentation I pointed out the very
condition which has arisen.

Mr. PADGETT. I changed it to a later date. .
Mr. STAFFORD. And the second time it was called to th
attention of the gentleman I stated that it would affect other
young men, who would be deprived by reason of age from
avalling of the opportunity of taking the examination if they

reached the required age on the second Tuesday of February.

Mr. PADGETT. It can not occur again.

Mr. STAFFORD. There may be many others of these young
men similarly situated.

He was nomi-
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Mr, GARNER. Undoubtedly if there were many others Mem-
bers of Congress would know about it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Perhaps Members of Congress would say
to their constituents, writing to them about it, that the law had
been changed, and that they are barred.

Mr. WALSH. I recall having made such a statement in my
correspondence.

Mr, STAFFORD. It would bar them.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not see how it counld.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think this is the proper
language to accomplish what he seeks to do for this young man
from Texas?

Mr. PADGETT. I submitted it to the Secretary
of the Navy.

The CHAIRMAN.,
chusetts has expired.

Mr. WALSH, I still further reserve the point of order, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. PADGETT. I submitted it to the Secretary of the Navy,
and he replied that he had no objection to it and approved the
language.

Mr. WALSH. - Well, there is only one gentleman of that name
in the United States, and possibly that is right. What is meant
by the language on page 20, line 1, * on satisfactory passing the
examination ”?

Mr. PADGETT. He must pass the examination, just as any-
one else has to do.

Mr. WALSH. Is there any.such thing as an unsatisfactory
passage of the examination?

Mr, TILSON. The gentleman used the wrong word. It should
be * satisfactorily.”

Mr. WALSH. The word ought to be *satisfactorily,” but I
can not understand why you say * satisfactory passing the
examination * if he passes it.

. Mr. BARKLEY. He may pass the literary examination, and
he might be found deficient on the physical examination.

Mr. PADGETT. The word “ satisfactory  is perhaps surplus
there, but it does not change anything.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
insist on his point of order? 2

Mr. WALSH. T am inclined to withdraw the point of order;
but I think if the gentleman thinks this is the only case he is
mistaken, because I have no doubt many Members have had
‘young men write them who have been nominated or wanted to be
nominated and prepare for this examination. Somehow or other
‘this young man from Texas is the only one who has had his
‘ease brought to the attention of the Naval Affairs Committee,
and we are going to legislate him into the Naval Academy, be-
cause that is what it amounts to.

Mr. PADGETT. This young man had been nominated and his
nomination had been approved, and he had received papers from
the Bureau of Navigation permitting him to take the examina-
tion this coming February.

Mr. WALSH. Before the law was passed?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; before the law was passed; and then
he found himself 15 days too old.

Mr. GARNER. He had a good case. The date in this provi-
sion ought to be changed from February to April, because you
are not going to pass this law in time for the February exami-
nation.

Mr. WALSH. Well, T do not know. The Secretary of the
Interior went ahead with some miners recently, and entered
into some moral obligations in anticipation of the passage of a
law. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. There is a difference in the print of the bill,
In the bill that I have before me the word in line 1, page 20, is
“satisfactorily.” In the other print it is “ satisfactory.” I
move to strike out the word “ satisfactory ™ and substitute the
word “ satisfactorily.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 20, line 1, strike out the word * satisfactory ” and insert * sat-
isfactorily.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik-
ing ount in line 1, page 20, the word * February ” and inserting
in lieu thereof the word * April.” This bill will not become a
law so that this boy can take this examination in February.

Mr. PADGETT. That is all right.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 20, line 1, strike out the word * February ” and insert in lieu
thercof the word ** April,”

I think so.
The time of the gentleman from Massa-

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I desire to discuss the amend-
ment. Of course, we are given to understand that when the
ship of state makes its voyage from the shores of sunny France
back to the United States, it will very shortly thereafter turn
around and hie itself again to foreign shores. Now, if we
change this to April, the Executive who has to sign the act
may be abroad, and the courier who may be sent abroad with
the necessary papers and fountain pens for the signature to be
affixed may not get there until after the date of the examina- .
tion. Aslong as you have made an exception, why not give this
young man from Texas a little further time and set the date
of his examination at July 4?

Mr. PADGETT. This bill must become a law before the
4th of March or it will not become a law at all.

Mr. GARNER. July 4 would undoubtedly be in keeping with
the boy’'s patriotism

Mr. WALSH. And it would be a monument to the patrfotlsm
and industry of the gentleman who got the paragraph inserted
into the naval bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New Jersey.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment
on my own responsibility, This is not a committee amendment,
but it is a matter that was sent down to me within the last day
or two. I have not had an opportunity to submit it to the
committee. I will make an explanation of it after it is read.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: .

]ﬁ:: 20, after line 8, insert

at hereafter chief mnchi.ntsts. when their total length of service
as machinists, warrant machinists, and chief machinists is equal to
or more than 12 years, and chief cﬁa{ clerks, when their total leﬂn
service as paymasters’ clerks, pay g, and ‘chief pay clerks, is eq
to or more than 12 years, aml chlﬂ phamac!sts when their total lengﬁn
of gervice as pharmacists an Jz harmacists is equal to or mwore than
12 years, shall receive the '_! and allowances of a lieutenant (junior
grade), and when their total active service is equal to or more ﬂlan 18
years they shall receive the pay and allow&nces of a lieutenant.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is reserved.

Mr, PADGETT. T think it was in the act of August 29, 1916,
that we provided that warrant officers should receive, after 12
years, the pay of a lieutenant, junior grade, and after 18 years
the pay of a lieutenant, the service to be from the date of com-
mission. It happens that in the case of chief machinists, chief
pay clerks, and pharmacists, they were not given commissioned
grades until a number of years after other warrant officers were
given them, so that we have some warrant officers who are given
this pay 12 years from date of commission and 18 years from
date of commission, while in these ranks men who have heen
serving 26 years will still have to serve two more years before
they get it, because this commissioned rank was not created
until later. A gentleman from Pennsylvania came in to see me
the other day who has been serving 26 years. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr, BuTLER] was present.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. This man has been serving 26 years.

Mr. PADGETT. And he would have to serve two more years
before he would get it, because the existing law provides that
it shall be 12 years from the date of commission. These ratings
were provided for about six years after it had provided for
other ratings, and it discriminated against the three ratings
in the warrant ranks.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, this subjeet of granting
consideration to men by reason of back service, and giving a com-
mission, has been up here several times from the Naval Affairs
Committee. I am informed by a member of the committee that
this matter has never been submitted to the full committee.

Mr. PADGETT. I so stated as fully as I could.

Mr. BUTLER. But the committee has talked about it.

Mr. PADGETT. We reported two years ago a provision
which we thought covered the whole matter, but by making it
read “date of commission” instead of * date of warrant” it
cuts out the long-terin men who had been serving for years be-
fore the commission rank was created. The men who come in
in other ratings who had commissions granted in these ratings
six years before, got the benefit of this pay although they have
served years less than these men.

Mr, STAFFORD. I recall last year the gentleman reported
a bill providing for that kind of service, and now he is bringing
in an amendment that has not received the consideration of the
full committee. Mr., Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

ORDXANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES : For procuring, producing, preserv-

ing, and bhandling ordnance matnrlal for the armament of ships; for
fuel, material, and labor to be used in "the general work of the Ordnance

L 4
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Department ; for furniture at naval ammunition depots, torpedo sta-
tions, naval ordnance plants, and })rovluf grounds ; for necessary im-
%-rowmcnts at and maintenance of prov nﬁ grounds, powder factory,
orpedo stations, gun factory, ammunition depots, and naval ordnance
plants, and for target practice; for the maintenance, repair, or opera-
tion of horse-drawn and motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles,
to be used only for official purposes at naval ammunition depots, naval
proving grounds, naval ordnance plants, and naval torpedo stations,
and for the pay of chemists, clerleal, -iratting. inspection, and mes-
senger service in navy yards, naval stations, and naval ammunition
depots: Prorvided, That the sam to be t}lﬂl(‘ out of this ap; ropriation
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy for chemists, clerical,
drafting, inspection, watchmen, and messenger service in navy yards,
naval stations, naval ordnance glants. and naval ammunition cé)ots
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, shall not exceed $2,000,000;
in all, $30,000,000.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph.

Mr, PADGETT. What is the gentleman's point of order?
This is the regular appropriation for the work of the Bureau
of Ordnance; there is nothing new in it and no change of lan-
guage or purpose; it is the working appropriation of the Bureau
of Ordnance.

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman says there is nothing new in it.
Does the existing law contain the language “naval ordnance
plants ” ?

Mr. PADGETT. No; that is the change of a word. The
present language is “ an armor and projectile plant.” That is a
building being built at Charleston, W. Va. It is just a change
of name to ordnance plants from armor and projectile plants.
It is'a name better suited to it.

Mr. WALSH. I notice here it says “for the maintenance,
repair, or operation of horse-drawn and motor-propelled pas-
senger-carrying vehicles to be used only for official purposes in
the maval ammunition depots, naval proving grounds, naval
ordnance plants, and naval torpedo stations.” Is there any
regulation or pronunciamento on the part of the naval depart-
ment as to what constitutes *“ official purposes” for the use of
automobiles which are bought by the score and operated by
men in the service?

Mr. PADGETT. Only by men in the service when engaged
in the work——

Mr., WALSH. Of riding in them.

Mr. PADGETT. On official business. For instance, in the
navy yards, going from one place to another on official business
and not social.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation of
a point of order and move to strike out the last word. I would
like to get the gentleman's views on that phase of the question.
He states that in using the automobiles they do not use them
socially. Does the gentleman think that the use of a Govern-
ment automobile by a naval officer, driven by an enlisted man
or chauffeur in the service, attending theaters, dinner parties,
and dances after hours, iIs making use of that machine for
official purposes?

Mr. PADGETT. I think not.

Mr. WALSH. I am sure that such a practice does not meet
with the approval of the chairman of this committee.

Mr. PADGETT. It does not, and I have not heard of any-
thing of that kind in the Navy.

Mr. WALSH. Nor has the gentleman observed it?

Mr. PADGETT. No; and the Secretary has issued orders
prescribing that they must be used strictly for official purposes
and that a violation of them would subject the offender to
court-martial.

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but, of course, it is a fact that the Navy
automobiles are not labeled with large letters in the manner
of those used by the War Department.

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that they are lettered with
letters an inch and a half in size.

Mr. BUTLER. I thought they were 4 inches.

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman must have been using his long-
distance glasses if he saw letters 4 inches high.

Mr, PADGETT. The committee understood that they were
all marked in that way.

Mr. WALSH. Sometimes it is difficult to tell, where a ma-
chine is not marked, and you see it driven by a naval officer—
operated by apparently a man in the naval service—whether it
is the property of the Government or not.

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that all of the machines be-
longing to the Government in possession of the Navy are marked
in large letters. A great many naval officers own their own
machines and ride in them.

Mr. WALSH. Has the gentleman seen any of those machines
about Washington with Navy marks upon them?

Mr. PADGETT. I have not looked; I do not know.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman, I believe, is shortsighted.

Mr, PADGETT. I have not seen them; I do not know,

&

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad, touching upon
this subject covered in this paragraph, that the Secretary of
the Navy, or the authorities having these machines in charge,
has issued strict orders that they shall be used only for official
purposes, because we all know that in other branches of the
service these machines are not being used upon official business
only, and are being used for pleasure, and that they are being
used in ways that ought not to get the approval of those author-
ities having the machines in their custody and control.

Mr. PADGETT. Permit me to read to the gentleman the part
of an official order signed by the Hon. Franklin D. Roosevelt,
Acting Secretary of War:

Noncompliance with these instructions shall be regarded as disobe-
dience of orders and a misuse and application of Government property.
The de?nrtment further directs that immediate steps be taken to place
the following legend in appropriate letters on both front doors of each
Government-owned ecar, letters to be In a contrasting color to the car
color and not less than 1} inches high:

“This car is used for official Government business only.”

The department, in bringing this letter to the notice of the Bureau
of Yards and Docks, which has cognizance of the purchase and opera-
tion of the motor vehicles, has directed that sultah?e steps be taken to
see that this order is carefully and fully observed.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment. The appropriation for ordnance and
ordnance stores as recommended by the committee is $30,000,-
000, in all $522,000 less than that earried in last year's bill

Mr. PADGETT. There was a deficiency of $11,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. With the deficiency of $11,000,000, making
it $11,000,000 less for the coming fiscal year than in war times.
All through this bill the appropriations for the fiscal year are
comparable with and approach the appropriations carried in
the last naval appropriation bill, and they are usually three
and four times the amount of the appropriations that were pro-
vided in the bill of the year before, when we were on a peace
basis. In this item two years ago we appropriated 58,204,000._'
There may have been some deficiency appropriation, but that
in large numbers was the amount carried during peace times.
We are carrying throughout this bill now virtually the ap-
propriations which were carried when we were at war. I had
thought that if in anything we had stored up property as a
result of preparedness during the year and six months we
were at war, it was In ordnance and ordnance stores.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, this is not for the shooting
part of it. This is the operating part, the maintenance, tho
upkeep of the ships.

Mr. STAFFORD. The very first sentence in the paragraph
provides for procuring, producing, preserving, and handling
ordnance material.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will read a part of a let-
ter. I asked the Secretary about it. The letter says:

Although in my hearings I stated it was the intention of the depart-
ment during the next fiscal year to keep in full commission about 16
battleships from the South Caroling down, yet there will be ordnance
work in the way of labor and materlals retilulred on 32 battleships. It
is contemplated that this appropriation will have to care for the upkeep
in ordnance of 150 destroyers, 23 cruisers, 8 armored cruisers, 32 battle-
ships, 37 gunboats, 87 submarines, 5 transports, 50 subchasers.

The item of labor alone that was estimated in the various
navy yards in working on the production of guns and gun car-
riages, and so forth, was estimated by the bureaun chiefs at
$30,000,000. They submitted an estimate of $53,000,000, but the
committee has reduced it to $30,000,000.

Mr. BUTLER. Originally they had $75,000,000 in the esti-
mates.

Mr, PADGETT.
revised estimates.

Mr. STAFFORD. That estimate was predicated upon con-
tinuing in war.

Mr. PADGETT. Talking about conditions before the war, we
have three or four times as many ships to take care of and
repair and upkeep in ordnance and ordnance materials and sup-
plies. This is not for powder.

Mr. STAFFORD, This appropriation and its growth only
exemplifies what we may expect if we are going to pursue the
extravagant policy as recommended by the committee, true,
with a string attached to it, whereby it has been estimated that
in 1924 this country will be burdened with a charge of $750,-
000,000 for the maintenance of that program.

Why, if we continue on this policy, Mr. Chairman, there will
be such a burden upon the present generation that they will not
be able to shake off the yoke. We talked of going into this
war for the purpose of civilization, and yet, by reason of this
heavy load upon the shoulders of humanity which you are pro-
posing in this bill, you are loading down humanity so they are
going to quake until some time there may be such a protest
that they will sweep everything before them. Talk about this
great program in time of peace? We went into the war in

I understand; but I am talking about the
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order to escape from the burdens of the armaments of European
pountries, and now, when we thought there was a ray of sun-
shine and we would be relieved of those great burdens here in
the territory of the United States, isolated as we are and pro-
tected as we are from foreign assaults, we have taken upon us
the yoke of militarism from which the peoples of the Old World
have tried to free themselves for the last half century. That
is the message of this bill.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment—
page 21, line 2, strike out “ $2,000,000 ” and insert * $1,000,000 "
and strike out * $30,000,000” and insert “ $29,000,000.”

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: ;
~ Page 21, line 2, strike out * $2,000,000" and insert “ $1,000,000"
and strike out * $h0,000,000 " and insert ** £29,000,000.”

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, before I discuss this I should
like to ask the chairman of the committee if this $2,000,000
item does not cover the laboratory of the gas experimental sta-
tion? WHere is that located?

Mr. PADGETT. No; that does not relate to that at all.
This is ordnance, for pay of clerks——

Mr. WINGO. No; pay of chemists.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; in connection with the production and
analysis of powder——

. Mr. WINGO. But where is that laboratory?

Mr. PADGETT. We have not any, Those are the yards.

Mr. WINGO. Where in the gentleman's bill does he take
care of the experimental gas station?

. Mr. PADGETT. There is nothing in here about the experi-
mental gas station.

Mr. WINGO. The Navy had one and the initial appropria-

tion for it when established was $200,000, so I was informed.
-Xou have a plant that was down east of here; where is it and
Irow do you carry it in this bill, in what item?
. Mr. PADGETT. We have an experimental station down at
‘Annapolig, with an appropriation of $160,000, I think it is, that
#s under the Bureau of Steam Engineering, which comes in a
little later on.

Mr. WINGO. Well, it is more than that. Here is what I am
trying to get at. The Navy has a station where they are in-
vestigating explosives and gases for the Navy. That is com-
parable to the experimental station out here at the university
that was taken from the Bureau of Mines and furned over to the
Army. That is the kind of plant I am trying to locate in the
gentleman’s bill.

Mr. PADGETT.
kind.

Mr. WINGO. Well, the gentleman will remember——

Mr. PADGETT. There was an appropriation several years
ago for the erection of a large experimental station which cost
about a million and a half or two million dollars.

Mr. WINGO. As I now recollect, about the time we went
into the war the Appropriations Committee included an item
of $200,000 for this station, for the purchase of land and start-
ing an experimental station on the same line of work that they
are doing at the university. Now, I may be misinformed——

Mr, PADGETT. I do not know.

Mr: WINGO. I looked the matter up—

Mr. PADGETT. This $2,000,000 is to pay for the clerical
force in all of these yards and naval stations and could not be
reduced. It i5 not an additional appropriation.

Mr., WINGO. I will state to the gentleman, while I am on
this subject—I will withdraw my amendment—that, while I
have raised the question, I will give the gentleman what I had
'in mind, then possibly he can locate the provision in the bill.

I have been informed that this is the situation. A short time
before we. went into the war we had a fine gas experimental
station out here at the university that they called the Uni-
versity Experiment Station, under the control of the Bureau
of Mines. It seems that the gentlemen in charge of the Burean
of Mines were men of vision, and they came to the conclusion
that it would be something remarkable if we kept out of the
war. So six months before we went into the war they com-
menced experimenting in gases, and they conducted some very
successful experiments. And finally, after they had perfected
‘and made such wonderful progress, the President made an order
that took that gas experimental station out of the hands of the
Bureau of Mines and vested it in the Gas Division of the Army,
with Gen. Sibert at the head.

Mr, PADGETT. T do not know of anything of that kind.

Mr. WINGO. T understand that recently the Army—and I
have not had n chance to investigate it since I received this
information, but I am going to do it—wanted to do away with
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I do not know of any particular place of that

this plant out here, and they proposed dismantling it, and asked
for an appropriation to establish a new station, just as I
thought, from the information that I received, the Navy had °

asked.
Mr. PADGETT. I do not know of any the Navy had.
Mr., WINGO. I am trying to investigate this matter, and

when the military bill comes up I am going to oppose the estab-
lishment of a new plant. I am going to be in favor of turning
back that work to the Bureau of Mines, for this reason: If you
have a separate plant for the Navy and a separate plant for
the Army, doing the same kind of work, you will necessarily,
restriet these experiments to two different lines, or, rather, to
one line, and that will be along military lines—military explo-
sives and gases—but if you maintain the old station you had
and conduct the old experiments that were being carried on,
which were not only of value from a military standpoint but
from a scientific standpoint, this Government, pursuing its
policy, will certainly maintain an experimental station for
scientifie purposes. ;

I thought it would be the part of economy if you had one
station that conducted the experiments with these gases and
explosives that could do the investigating not only for scientifi¢
but for military purposes; and I am opposed to turning it over
to the Army, opposed to turning the matter over to the Navy,
because you will have an extravagant expenditure of money
that will be limited to only one branch of the investigation:
Those experiments carried on out there—as you know, who
have investigated it, and those who have not if you will take
the time to investigate it—by that establishment won the ad-
miration of the scientific world.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask for three minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani-
mous consent for three minutes more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WINGO. They got the cooperation of the leading scien-
tists and men in the laboratories of the leading universities of
the United States, and they rendered a great service to human-
ity, and during that six months they perfected and brought the
gases that were used by our Army up to a high state of perfec-
tion. And that experiment station is entitled to all the eredit
for the work that was done, because their plant and their ex-
periments were taken over after they had performed the labor
and achieved the success. So the gns division was given a per-
fected plant with plans all perfected. I think it ought to be
turned back to the same management,

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. WINGO. Yes.
Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman know it has been recom-

mended that the Chemical Warfare Service be abolished in the
Army, and that only an appropriation for the experimenting and
testing of such gases as that is going to be asked for by the
Army?

Mr, WINGO. They proposed to abolish this out here, and then
go and buy land and establish a new experimental station, which
would be the height of folly. I have been told that when they,
got ready to dismantle out here they overlooked the fact that
they did not own the land and were going to sell the land there.
I do not know what authority they had to sell it, anyway. As
a matter of fact, the gas division ought to be abolished. They,
proposed to take out to the ocean and dump all the TNT. One
Army officer said that that would be a useless waste ; that that
stuff could be utilized in this country for domestic operations.

Finally they abandoned that proposition. If you turn this
over to the Army they will look at it from A military standpoint.
I say this not with any reflection upon the Army officers. Their
training has been sueh that they do not look at it from the com-
mercial or scientific standpoint, but only from the military stand-
point. You should put it back into the Bureau of Mines, and not
establish two separate plants, one for the Army and one for the
Navy. If you do, you will have to spend on each one of them
each year more than it will cost to maintain the plant out here
that you already have.

Mr, Chairman, I withdraw my amendment.

Mr, DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. DYER. I do so, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of getting
a little information. Will the chairman of the committee state
as to the probable number of civil-service employees, if any, who
are employed under the Bureau of Ordnance?

Mr. PADGETT. No; I can not. This takes in, you see, every
navy yard in the country—New York, Boston, Philadelphia,
Norfolk, Portsmouth, Newport News, the torpedo factory, and

*
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Columbla, 8. ., and New Orleans, and Key West and Pensa-
cola, Fla., and Mare Island, Cal

Mr. DYER. As a matter of fact, a great many of these men
are employed in these places, and an immense number of them
are enrolled in the civil service, are they not?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. And the legislative, executive, and
judieial appropriation limits the number that can be employed,
and this is just a limitation on the amount that can be paid out
of this sum.

Mr. DYER. Well, the legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill contains a provision to the effect that former
employees under the civil service who have resigned their posi-
tions to enter the military service shall be put back in their
positions.

Mr. PADGETT. - Yes.

Mr. DYER. That rule would not apply to these employees,
would it, in the opinion of the chairman?

Mr. PADGETT. I think it would; and the department wants
to take them all back, where they can get them, where they are
experienced and trained men. They hated to give them wup.

Mr. DYER. I will say to the gentleman that some of them

have been having serious trouble in getting back.
* Mpr, Chairman, I would like to offer, at the end of this para-
graph, an amendment similar to the one which I offered and
which was put on the legislative, executive, and judicial appro-
priation bill and also to the deficiency appropriation bill, with
reference to men of that character.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer]
withdraws the pro forma amendment and offers an amendment,
which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

i At the end of line 2, page 21, Inserf: -

“Provided, That no pa ot any appmpriatinn hereln shall be used
unless all former Governme t employees who have been drafted or en-
Jisted In the mllitn& aerﬂce of the United Btatm in the war with
Germany shall be r stated on application to their former ‘Bonluuns
appropriated for herein if they have received an Imnoul:ll:
and are g to pertonn 1he duties of the positions.

Mr. PADGETT. For the present, Mr, Chairman, I will reserve
a point of order on that amendment,

Mr. DYER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle-
man that this is the same amendment that was presented twice
and was favorably ruled upon in the committee.

Mr. PADGETT. I see thar it is a limitation. Go ahead.

Mr. DYER. I understand, Mr., Chairman, that the point of
order is withdrawn.

The CHATRMAN. Is the point of order “ithdrawn"

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the mnend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri.

. Mr. DYER. I want to call attention to this fact: We put
this provision into the-legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill, and the Senate committee has reported that
bill to the Senate with a provision substantially like that of
the House, but muech stronger, in my judgment, and stronger
than we could put it in here under our rules on account of its
being subject to a point of order. The Senate committee has
changed it so as to provide that all former Government em-
ployees who were drafted or enlisted in the military service of
the United States in the war with Germany shall be reinstated
on application to their former positions if they have received an
honorable discharge and are qualified to perform the duties of

their positions. They have reported it making it mandatory |

upon all the department heads. If that is written into the law
as the Senate committee has presented it—and I have no doubt
it will pass the Senate in that form—I feel sure the conferees
on the part of the House will acecept it, because it will end the
conditions we have had during the past, in my judgment, with

. reference to these matters. A great many soldiers and sailors
who entered this war and who were civil-service employees
either here in Washington or elsewhere on returning have
found their positions filled, and when applying for reinstate-
ment have been told that there is no position open to them, and
ihe resunlt is that they have had to cling to their only hope,
which was the order issued extending the time to five years
in which they could apply for reinstatement.

In other words, they have been told that they could go out
and find a place if they could, and that they would be put back.
Now, this Scnate amendment makes it mandatory upon the
executive to put these men back into their positions. I have
had n number of cases of this kind. Here is n letter which is a
sample of complaints that I have received aml I include in my
remarks. It is as follows:

Referr! to letter from the Civil Serviee Commission addressed to
you and which you turmu'dm to me, wherein the commission refers to
,the fact ﬂlat the War Department and its various offices are undoubt-
ml]r entirely filled up wlth cl(-rlcal workers. and stating that I had the

privilege of entering any other department of the clvil service where
there were vacancies. In this connection, Mr., DYgr, I wish to thank
you for the efforts you extended in my behalf aml Incldcutall:r to inquire
as to whether or not further action can be taken.

The Quartermaster General's office also returned my request for re-
instatement fo me, containing practically the same information as the
Civil BService Commission apparently gave ou. For instance, the

artermaster General's office s ts that communicate with alt

e different rone supply officers the conntry. stating my gqualifica-
uons ete.,, and if a request comes to for m g:lstatement
from any zone they will gladly approve sgme. Now, Mr. DyEr, doesn't
this amr on the face of it & most absurd and impossible su
first, use I have no way of { where the ous zone
supply officers are located, and, second, as I have learned from t
experience, if I were fortunate enongh to personally know any oﬁ” 4
from the grade of, sny Iptnln up, who perchance mjﬁht be located
In any zone, then, should experience mo diffi in gettin
placed ; but unforhmatcly do not possess this lnformntiun This
wonld in particular ggly to the zone supplr office located at St. Louls,
Mo. Then, too, If the zone supply eoffice in Bt. Louls could take on
clerlcnl workem and later on transfer them to varlous zones who had

rglgms pon this zone for men, why did not they do it in my

X no-w absolutely they have done. Fu if such trans-

fem arc being made from zone to zone, why does not the Quartermaster
General acquaint himself with these needs, and doing so he would not
have to turn down the request of an experienced employee in Quar-
ter r Corps work? The Government asks cooperation from cor-
porations all over the country mn rvﬂaci.nr? returned soldiers, yet th
do not require coo]':.eratio- from th various departments. Col. 'Wi
lHams states to me that there is no vacancy, yet since I have put in my
request for reinstatement ever 200 men have heen taken on Ex various
ca| :tdties at this zone sufply office located in St. Louls.

Nor does the Clvil Service Commission offer me but little more encour-
agement. If the Civil Service Commission is aware of the fact that the
various departments of the War Department are filled up, why do not
they suggest my name being placed on an el ble list to the
of this nlnth civit service district for call to fi 'f vacancy that m!xhl:
occur in this district in any civil-service capacity? As I stated on my
ap lication for eivil-service examination, I was willing to fo

of course, preferred the district of Missouri; however f notin M
souri. then, of course, anywhere, as I took this e nation with a vie
of remaining in the civil serviee and not merely for the very good mla»
El::mt:e;a Weure compelled to offer in competing with civil corporations

r

I submit this for your information, Mr. Dyre, and in the hope that
fnu might be able to advise me further; also, that I may be successful

again becoming a civil-service employee.

Mr., PADGETT. Let me suggest to the genfleman that in-
stead of putting it in as a limitation on an appropriation hé
offer it as a piece of legislation directing that it be done, instead
of doing it by indirection. ’

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman agree to thls language: To
strike out the words * no part of any appropriation herein shall
be used unless” and make it read, “Provided, That all former
Government employees,” and so forth? ;

Mr. PADGETT. That is what I am suggesting. {

Mr. DYER, I am glad to have that suggestion. i

Mr. PADGETT. I never like to do things by indirection.

Mr. DYER. My amendment was offered in that form only for
the purpose of making it in order.

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that. -

Mr. DYER. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the words
o t.hat no part of any appropriation herein shall be used unless.”

e CHAIR . The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mou.s consent to modify his amendment as suggested. Is there
objeetion?

There was no objection.

Mr. DYER. And I ask unanimous consent that further on
down the words “ appropriated for herein " may be stricken out.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, these words will be
stricken out. 'The question is on the amendment as modified.

Mr. WALSH. Let us have the amendment as modified re-

ported,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as
modified.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modifed amendment offered by Mr. Dyen:

anywhere.

Page 21, at the end of 3

line 2, insert
“Provided, That all forme Government tg;o{l who have been
drafted or enlisted in the military service of nited States in the

war wlth Germany lhlll be reinstated on a
rcnltlm if they h.nve received an honorable
perform the duties of the position."”
Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, section 9 of the
civil-service law provides that not more than two members of

cation to thelr formbr
rge and are qualified

| one family may be employed anywhere in the eivil service of {he

Federal Government. That section did not originally apply to the
employees of the navy yards, but the mechanics, laborers, and
clerks in the navy yards were by Executive order placed under
the provisions of section 9 several years ago. Now, there are
prebably 200 or 300 employees of the Mare Island Navy Yard
and the Benicia Arsenal who have gone into the Army and Navy
of the United States. Their places probably have been filled by
others than members of their own families, but I know of a
number of instances where two members of the family of a man
in the Army or Navy are at the present time employed under
the clvil service of the Federal Government. I should like to
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know if this amendment would provide for the reinstatement of
those soldiers and sailors who gave up their remunerative jobs
to go into the Army and Navy to fight for their country without
one of their relatives being required to resign or being dis-
charged from their civil-service position?

Mr. PADGETT. That is what this provides.

Mr, CURRY of California. I have tried to have the navy
yards taken out from under the provisions of this section 9, but
have received no reply from the Navy Department as yet. I
would like to have this amendment positively cover those cases.

Mr. PADGETT. This would cover the cases of the men who
are in the military service, but it would not cover the case of two
in a family. If two members of a family had left the civil serv-
ice to enter the military service they would put the two of them
back ; but if a new one has gone in to take the place of a soldier,
the goldier coming back might put the other man out. I do not
know what the provision of the civil-service law is, and I would
not want to undertake by an amendment on the naval bill to
change the general civil-service law without knowing what its
purpose, context, and application are. The effect of this is to
take back the soldier who gave up his job and is now coming
back and wants it.

Mr. CURRY of California. Yes; but the two members of the
soldier's family are, perhaps, on the job given up by the soldier.
They are employed by the Government under the civil-service
laws of the United States. Are you going to discharge one of
them to give the soldier back his job or are you going to keep
him?

Mr. PADGETT. - This does not affect the civil-service law.
This puts the man back on his job, which he gave up to go into
the war.

Mr, CURRY of California. I would like to amend the amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman, by inserting at the end of the amendment
the words * Section 9 of the civil-service law shall not apply to
such cases nor to the members of the family of soldiers and
sailors who are at the present time employed under the civil
service of the United States.” -

Mr, PADGETT. I make a point of order against that as not
relevant and not pertinent.

Mr, CURRY of California. I want to eall the gentleman's
attention to the fact that he can not make the point of order
against that unless he makes it against the whole amendment.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, I can.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: 3

il}lr. Curry of California offers an amendment to the amendment, as
follows :

“At the end of the amendment insert: * Section 9 of the clvil-service
law shall not apply to such cases, nor to the members of the families
of soldiers and sailors at present employed by the United States.'"

Mr. PADGETT. I make a point of order that that is not
germane.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Tennessee if he thinks the word “ military ” will be
construed in its broad signification or whether it will be held to
include the Army and not the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. I suppose it will be construed in its broad
sense. It might be well to add “ military, naval, and marine.”

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer an amendment?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; I offer an amendment to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Missouri.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. PADGETT: After the word “ military " insert the
words * or naval."

Mr. SCOTT of Michigan. I would like to ask the chairman
of the committee if he thinks this amendment would include the
Coast Guard Service?

AMr. PADGETT. Yes; it would include them, because in
the war they are in the naval service.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Would it include the marines?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. DYER. I am quite sure on investigation that the word
“military " would cover both branches of the serviece, but I
have no objection to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the
amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

. The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment
as amended.

Mr. DYER. Mvr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con-
sent to insert in lien of the words “ heing drafted or enlisted
the words *“ who have entered.”

This might not be construed to include officers and we want
to provide for men who have been commissioned as well as
those who have entered the service otherwise,

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to modify his aniendment by striking out the
words * being drafted or enlisted in " and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ who have entered.”

The Clerk reported the modified amendment, as follows:

Strike out the words “ being drafted or enlisted in” and insert in
lieu thereof the words ** who have entered.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification of
the amendment ?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, do I understand
the purpose is to provide for cases of officers who may leave
the military service?

Mr. DYER. This is to provide for anyone who has entered
the service and has been honorably discharged.

Mr. WALSH. Are there some officers - who want to get out
of the military service? i

Mr. DYER. T have a number who have been trying to get out.

Mr. WALSH. That is a hopeful sign.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not know whether we ought to adopt
the amendment proposed by the gentleman. There are many
instances whirh have been called to the attention of the com-
mittees of Congress where persons filling civillan positions in
the War Department were given majorships, and even higher
positions, merely for the purpose of increasing their pay, while
continuing to perform civilian duties. Certainly the gentleman
does not intend to allow those men to revert back to their
original positions. The purpose of the gentleman's amendment
originally was to provide for enlisted men,

Mr. DYER. Absolutely; but some men have been oflicers,
and they gave up their positions, and if they go back and are
ready to accept their civilian positions, and are qualified, at the
same salary, I do not think there should be any objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Anyone who enlisted and rose to a com-
mission naturally would be taken care of under the original
phraseology of the gentleman’s amendment,

Mr. DYER. That is true.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the modification of
the gentleman from Missouri? The Chair hears none. The
question is on agreeing fo the amendment as modified.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, let me see if we can not
reach some agreement in regard to reading further. Supposa
we read fo the top of the next page and then I move to rise?

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman means to continue the seson
until we reach that point?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

AMlr. BUTLER. And then the gentleman will move to rise?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. With the understanding that we will meet at
11 o'clock to-morrow,

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. g

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from -Massachusetts [Mr
Warsi] shakes his head.

Mr. WALSH. %hat was not in the agreement.

AMr. GARXER. The gentleman from Tennessee told me that
if we rise now or at the end of this reading we could meet at
11 o'clock to-morrow ; otherwise some one would make the point
of no gquornm and we would have to call the roll and stay
here until late. It seems to me that if we rise now we ought
to be able to meet at 11 to-morrow.

" Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman would move to rise now, it
would be agreeable to me.

Mr. STAFFORD. I hope the gentleman from Massachuseits
[Mr. WarLsu] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. But-
1ER] will not object to our meeting at 11 o'clock if we finish
this page.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Purchase and manufacture of smokeless powder, $2,500,000.

Mr. TILSON. My, Chairman, T move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee
in regard to this item. It seems to me rather a large item, in
view of what must have taken place in the Navy. Surely, dur-
ing a year and a half of war there must have been a consider-
able manufacture and accumulation of smokeless powder.

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy has a supply of smokeless powder,
but not a large surplus. This is simply enough to keep the
powder factory at Indianhead running during the year on one
shift a day. That is all we put in for that purpose.

Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman say that the Navy has not
a considerable surplus of smokeless powder ?

AMr. PADGETT. They say not.

Mr. TILSON, Tt seems that the Army has a very large surs
plus of explosives., It is said that the Army has on hand 100,-
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000,000 pounds of TNT, and that there Is talk of dumping it
into the ocean. -

Mr. PADGETT. That was a different kind.

Mr. TILSON. I understand.

Mr. PADGETT. This is for big guns.

Mr. TILSON. I understand, of course, that it is a different
explosive from the other, )

Mr, PADGETT. This is only to keep the factory running one
shift a day instead of three, as it was running during the war.

Mr. TILSON. So it takes two and a half million dollars a
year just to keep the smekeless-powder factory running?

Mr. PADGETT. To keep up the supply, and then this will
not more than keep it up for the neéds they will have.

Mr. TILSON. Even in peace times?
Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.
Mr, TILSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Torpedoes and appliances: For the purchase and manufacture of tor-
pedoes and appliances, to be available until June 30, 1922, $1,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mpr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph. As I understand it there was $10.000,000
appropriated in this item last year to be available until June
30, 1921. Now, you propose to appropriate $1,000,000 to be
available until June 30, 1922. What is the reason for having
this appropriation continue available so many years in advance
of the expiration of the life of the bill? .

Mr. PADGETT. It is only two years. It has Deen carried
that way for years for the simple reason that in “he manufac-
ture of torpedoes they ean not always figure they will get their
machinery and parts together and complete them within a year,
and Congress has always allowed this to run for two years.
The other one was for 1921, and before that it was made to
1920, and this is just as it has been for a number of years
without any change of policy or plan.

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the reservation of the point
of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent, Bureau of Ordpance: For miscellaneous items, namely,
cartage, expenses of light and water at ammunition depols and stations,
tolls, ferriage. technical bocks. and incidental expenses attending in-
spection of ordnance material, $25,000.

Aflr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose ; and Mr. FosSTER having taken
{he chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that that commitfee had had under econ-
sideration the bill H. R. 15539, and had come to no resolution
thereon.

IIOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to®meet at 11 o'clock
tO-MOTTOW.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, does
the gentleman expect, by meeting at 11 o'cloek to-morrow and
sitting late, to finish this bill to-morrow night?

Mr. PADGETT. I am hoping to finish the bill without having
to «it late.

AMlr. WALSH. I suppose that perhaps the gentleman's hopes
and expectations are the same, but I am asking him if he ex-
pecis to sit to-morrow evening late enough to finish this bill
providing he did not finish it by 2 o'clock or 3 o'clock or 4
o'clock in the afternoon?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; I would sit until—

Mr. BUTLER. The chairman has accepted an invitation from
me to-morrow night, and I am going to hold him te it. I enly
wish I could invite you all.

AMr. PADGETT. I would say at least until 7 o’clock, anyway,

Mr. BUTLER. So we can be at the place by 8 o’clock.

Mr. PADGETT. I would be glad if the gentleman could fix
the arrangement for 9 o'clock, so as to let us have a little
leeway.

Mr. BUTLER. No—

Mr. PADGETT, Say T o'elock to-merrow night.

Mr. BUTLER. I am much obliged to the gentleman.

Mr. WALSH. Whether the bill is finished or not?

Mpr. PADGETT. Of course it will not run after T o'clock.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [Afier a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

ADJOURKAERT,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 40
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned

until to-morrow, Friday, February 7, 1919, at 11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting
eopy of a communieation from the Secretary of War submitting
a deficiency estimate of appropriation required for purchase of
additional land at Walter Reed Hospital, District of Columbia
(H. Doc. 176G) ; to the Committee on Apprepriations and
ordered to be printed.

2. A Jetter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter
from the Chief of Engineers submitting abstracts of proposals
received during the fiseal year ending June 30, 1918 (H. Doc.
No. 1767) ; to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De-
partment and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report
of proceedings to date in determining wvalue and advisability
of purchase of the Cape Cod Canal, connecting Buzzards Bay
and Cape Cod Bay (H. Doc No. 1768) ; to the Comunittee on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of communication fron: the Secretary of War, submitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the War
Department for armament of fortifications and fortifications of
insular possessions (H. Doe. No. 1769) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

5. A lefter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the acting chairman of the United
States Shipping Board submitting a deficiency estimate of ap-
propriation required by the Shipping Board for expenditures
heretofore authorized in connection with the purchase, requisi-
tion, ete., of plants, materials, ships, ete., and for the recruiting,
instructing, and training of officers and crews of Ameriean ves-
#els, fiscal year 1919 (H. Doc. No. 1770) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

6. A letter from the chairman of the Public Utilities Commis-
sion of the Distriet of Columbia, transmitting reports from the
Washington Market Co, and the Union Transfer Co., and affi-
davits from other public utilities that they are unable to furnish
the required report within the time fixed by law (H. Doc. No.
1771) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered
to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Commiitee on Cuinage, Weights,
and Measures, to which was referred the bill (H. R, 15483) to
amend an act to provide for the appointment of a commission to
standardize screw threads, reported the same without amend-
mwent, aeccompanied by a report (No. 1041), which said bill and
report were referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. DELANEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (¥ R. 15706) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to ecertain soldiers and sailors of the Regular
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows=of such soldiers and sailors,
reported the same without amendmenf, nccompanied by a re-
port (No. 1088), which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. LOBECK, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill (I, R. 6451) for the relief of Martin
Goldsmith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 1039), which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas, from {he Committee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. .J. Res.
175) to correct an error in the wording of the appropriation of
$71,000 made in the act approved July 9, 1918, awl to authorize
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the Secretary of War to pay said sum to respective parties
entitled thereto, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1040), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15681) donating a
captured German cannon or field gun and carriage to the city
‘of Audubon, county of Audubon, State of Iowa; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, o bill (H. R, 15682) donating a captured German can-
non or fleld gun and carriage to the city of Glenwood, county
of Mills, State of Towa ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15683) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the city of Elk Horn, county of
' Shelby, State of Iowa ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 15684) donating a captured German cannon
,or field gun and carriage to the city of Atlantie, county of Cass,
State of Iowa ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 15685) donating two captured German can-
\mon or field guns and carriages to the city of Council Bluffs,
! Pottawattamie County, State of Iowa ; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15686) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the city of Red Oak, county of Mont-
gomery, State of Iowa ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15687) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the city of Guthrie Center, county
of Guthrie. State of Towa; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McCULLOCH : A bill (H. R. 15688) to donate a cap-
tured cannon or gun to the Boy Scouts of the city of Newcomers-
town, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15689) author-
jzing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Cherokee,
Kans., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on
AMilitary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15690) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Baxter Springs, Kans., one German can-
xnon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
| By Mr. DOMINICK : A bill (H. R. 15691) for the purchase
,of a site for and the erection of a post-office building at Belton,
S. O.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15692) for the purchase of a site for and
[.'the erection of a post-office building, courthouse, and other Gov-
ernment offices at Greenwood, S. C.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.
| Also, a bill (H. R. 15693) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building, courthouse, and other Gov-
lernment offices at Anderson, S. C.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds,
| Also, a bill (H. R. 15694) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Williamston, 8. C.; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

! Also, a bill (H. R. 15695) for the purchase of a site and for
jthe erection of a post-office building at Pelzer, 8. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
' Also, a bill (H. R. 15696) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Piedmont, S. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
| Also, a bill (H, R. 15697) for the purchase of a site for and
jthe erection of a post-office building at Seneca, 8. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15698) for the purchase of a site for and
ihe erection of a post-office building at McCormick, 8. C.; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15699) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Westminster, 8. C.; to
ihe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15700) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Honea Path, 8. C.; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15701) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Pickens, S. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15702) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Easley, S. C.: to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15703) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Walhalla, 8. C.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15704) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Belton, S. C., one German ecannon or
fieldpiece and ecarriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15705) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Honea Path, S. C., one German cannon
rqu fieldpiece with carriage; to the Committee on Military Af-

airs.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 15707) granting the consent of
Congress to the construction of a bridge across the Roanoke
River at or near Williamston, Martin County, N. C.; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 15708) to provide for
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at
Mount Airy, N, C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 15709) directing the Sec-
retary of the Navy to grant honorable discharges to enlisted men
fﬂ tli1e Navy for certain reasons; to the Committee on Naval

airs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15710) directing the Seeretary of War to
grant honorable discharges to enlisted or drafted men in the
Army for certain reasons; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 15711) to amend an act
entitled “An act to save daylight and to provide standard time
for the United States,” approved March 19, 1918; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 15712) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Okemah, Okfuskee
County, State of Oklahoma, one German cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15718) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Lehigh, Coal County, State of Okla-
homa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 15714) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Holdenville, Hughes County, Okla., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15715) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Coalgate, Coal County, Okla., one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15716) authorizing the Seeretary of War
to donate to the city of Wetumka, Hughes County, Okla,, one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H., R. 15717) authorizing the Seeretary of War
to donate to the city of Wewoka, Seminole County, Okla., one
ggr:;mn cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military,

airs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15718) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Seminole, Seminole County, Okla., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military,
Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. R: 15719) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Shawnee, Pottawatomie County, Okla.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affdirs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15720) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Drumright, Creek County, Okla,, one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. i

Also, a bill (H. R, 15721) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the cify of Tecumseh, Pottawatomie County, Okla.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15722) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the ecity of Chandler, Lincoln County, Okla., one
Eg:x;mn cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military

airs. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 15723) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Prague, Lincoln County, Okla., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15724) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Sapulpa, Creek County, Okla., one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15725) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Bristow, Creek County, Okla., one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15726) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Tishomingo, Johnston County, Okla.,
oAl}‘? iGerman cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military

airs,




2868

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY G,

Also, o bill (H. R. 15727) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Welletka, Okfuskee County, Okla., one
German eannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15728) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Ada, Pontotoec County, Okla., one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 15729) authorizing the Sec-
retary 6f War to donate to the Oakwood Township High School,
Catlin, I1l., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 15730) to enlarge and make
additions to and further improve the post-office building at
Macon, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 15731) for the purchase of a
gite and the erection thereon of a public building at Lewisburg,
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15732) for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a public building at Newport, Pa.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15733) for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a publie building at Waynesboro, Pa.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15734) Increasing the limit of cost for a
Federal building at Lewistown, Pa.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

. By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 15735) to donate a captured
cannon or gun to the town of Naugatuck, Conn.; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15736) to donate a captured eannon or gun
to the city of Derby, Conn.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. 1

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. It. 15742) to regulate the col-
lection and expenditure of money, other than by the Govern-
ment of the United States or by its authority, for the use and
benefit of the armed forces of the United States and of its allies,
and especially of France, Great Britain, Italy, Belgium, Serbia,
Greece, and Montenegro, or for any auxiliary organizations of
sail Governments maintained and operated for the use and
benefit of such armed forces; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Ey Mr. KAHN : A bill (H. R. 15743) to allow credits and pro-
vide relief for certain persons not now provided for by law; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PHELAN : Resolution (H. Res. 554) for the considera-
tion of Senate bill 5236 ; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. CARLIN: Resolution (H. Res.555) authorizing the
Clerk of the House to pay Allison C. Jenkins, brother of Laura
A. Blincoe, late an employee of the House of Representatives,
six months’ salary ; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. EMERSON : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 405) direct-
ing the War Department to commission all soldiers who took
the course of study to prepare themselves for a commission in
France; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DOMINICK : Joint resolution (H.J.Res.406) grant-
ing to certain persons in the military or naval forces an exten-
sion of automatic insurance provided for in section 401 of the
war-risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. SABATH : Joint resolution (H.J. Res. 407) to estab-
lish diplomatic relations with Czecho-Slovakia and Poland; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GALLAGHER : Concurrent resolution (H.Con. Res.
67) recommending that the peace conference mow sitting in
Paris will favorably consider the right of Ireland to self-
determination ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Oregon relating to extra pay to honorably discharged
goldiers and marines in the recent world war; also memorial
relating to recognition of United Armenian Republic; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Alabama
protesting against the Government ownership of railroads; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CAREW : Memorial from the Legislature of the State
of New York, relative to records of local draft boards; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York,
relative to regulating the construction of dams across navigable
waters, and to provide for the improvement and development
of waterways for the use of interstate and foreign commerce; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Montana, favoring the passage of an act ceding to the State of
Montana the military reservation located in Montana, known as
Fort William Henry Harrison, to be used as an adjunct of the

State industrial accident board for a rehabilitation institute
for the education and maintenance of persons injured in the
industries of Montana; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. McARTHUR: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Oregon favoring legislation that will grant to the
State of Oregon two large German cannons, captured in engage-
ments in which Oregon soldiers were engaged, to be placed
upon the capitol grounds at Salem; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon
favoring an appropriation for the finishing of steel and wooden
ships under contract; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisherles.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Oregon
asking the United States to assist in every way possible to help
the cause of an United Armenian Republic; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State or Oregon
favoring the payment of six months’ salary to every honorably
discharge soldier, sailor, and marine; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. FOSTER : Memorial from the Legislature of the State
of Illinois, favoring extra pay and employment for discharged
soldiers; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY : Memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Illinois requesting the Federal Government to pay at
least six months’ salary to every soldier, sailor, and marine upon
his return to civil life; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Minnesota, urging the enactment of legislation to grant
three months’ extra pay to soldiers and sailors who have served
in the war with the German Imperial Government; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota,
urging the prompt enactment of Senate bill 2130, relating to
increase of pensions in certain cases; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota,
urging the immediate demobilization of the military forces
enlisted for the period of the war and the establishment of a
regular military force; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DELANEY: A bill (H. R. 15706) granting pensions
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the
Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers
and sailors; to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15737) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Diadem Ellis; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CURRIE of Michigan: A bill (H. RR. 15738) granting
a.l pension to Emeline Burley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FOSTER : A bill (H. R. 15739) granting a pension to
Eva O. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15740) granting an increase of pension to
John T. Maloney, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill (H. &, 15741) granting
a promotion to Robert M. Smith; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CARY : Petition of mayor and common council of Mil-
waukee, Wis.,, urging Congress to enact such legislation as will
eliminate unemployment by reducing hours of labor and fixing
minimum wage scales and innugurating a system of publie
work ; to the Committee on Labor. i

Also, petition of common council of the city of Milwaukee,
Wis., indorsing movement to pay soldiers and sailors their sala-
ries for certain period after their discharge; to the Commiitee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of Irish nationalists of Cleve-
land, Ohio, relating to the self-determination for Ireland; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Clarence H. Mackay, presi-
dent of the Postal Telegraph Co., protesting against Government
control of wire system and asking that lines be turned back to
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their respective companies at once; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of mass meeting of parents and citizens in Powell
School and District of Columbia urging Congress to take im-
mediate action on appropriation bill now pending in Senate
as will increase salaries of teachers in public schools 100 per
cent; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. GREGG: Petition of residents of Palestine, Texas
City, and Crockett, Tex., asking for repeal of postal zone rate
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr, KAHN: Memorial of San Francisco Chamber of Com-
merce, urging restoration of powers of Interstate Commerce
Commission to suspend rates and indorsing Senate bill 5020; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of San. Francisco Chamber of Commerce urging
legislation for Roosevelt National Park; to the Commitiee on
the Public Lands.

Also, petition of Dr. and Mrs. Frederick S. Gould, Santa Bar-
bara, Cal,, urging favorable consideration of Lewis-Raker bill,
conferring military rank upon Army nurses; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Resolution of Connec-
tient Legislature, urging that principle of self-determination be
applied to all small nations, including Ireland ; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

Also, resolution of Friendly Sons of St. Patrick of Cranston,
IR. 1., urging passage of legislation respecting self-determination
for Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of certain residents of Hart-
ford County, Conn,, protesting against the luxury-tax provi-
ill_ons in pending revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn.,, for providing
Jabor, ete., for honorably discharged men; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, New Haven, Conn.,
favoring establishment of league of nations; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. McFADDEN: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway
Carmen of America, Lodge No. 904, Sayre, Pa., favoring Gov-
ernment ownership of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of members of Keystone Council,
No. 50, Daughters of America, McKeesport, Pa., Mrs. Annie
Townsend, secretary, urging passage of Senate bill 5139; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Woodrow Lodge, No. 1038, I. A. of M., Pit-
eairn, Pa., urging Government control of all railroads; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

‘Also, petition of Pennsylvania Confectioners’ Association of
Pittsburgh, Pa., urging that the revenue act of October 3, 1917,
remain in force, thus making the passage of the pending revenue
act unnecessary ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Retail Merchants’ Association of Pittsburgh,
Pa., W. M. Jacoby, secretary, protesting against retention of
ihe luxury taxes in the revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. PETERS : Petition of Fred C. Ray and other citizens
of Hallowell, Me., for national ownership and Government man-
agement of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of certain citizens of Uno, Cal,
asking for repeal of postal zone law; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of women’s committee of the California State
Council of National Defense, relating to reconstruction problems
and policies; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Baldemann Chocolate Co., of San Francisco,
Cal.,, protesting against the proposed revenue bill; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Santa Barbara (Cal.) Nurses’ Association,
indorsing the conferring of rank on Army nurses, etc.; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Federal Employees Union, No, 1, San Fran-
cisco, Cal., urging increased compensation for Government em-
ployees; to the Committee on Labor,

Alsgo, petition of Mississippi Valley Waterways Assoclation,
urging upon Congress the development of inland waterways; to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of R. H. Alcarn, chairman, indorsing the Keat-
ing retirement bill (H. R. 12352) ; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Comierce.

Also, petition of New York Produce Exchange, urging the
discontinnance of price-fixing and control of foodstuffs by the
Government ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

Also, petition of Western Fruit Jobbers' Association of Amer-
ica, urging the return of Federal-controlled utilities to private
ownership; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

Also, petition of Union Hardware Co., of Los Angeles, Cal.,
against the proposed tax of 10 per cent on arms and ammuni-
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, re-
questing Congress to repeal the provisions of the Federal-con-
trol act and indorsing Senate bill 5020; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Collins McArthur Candy Co., of San Fran-
cisco, Cal.,, urging against passage of the pending revenue bill;
to the Committee on Ways and Means. :

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Executive Committee, Cali-
fornia Teachers' Association, Central Section, favoring creation
of a department of education; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial of Baudette Board of
Trade, Baudette, Minn., in support of the proposition to provide
deeper waterways connection via the St. Lawrence River to the
Atlantic; to the Committee on Railways and Canals.

Also, memorial of Brainerd Chamber of Commerce, Brainerd,
Minn., in support of the proposition to provide deeper waterways
connection via the St. Lawrence River to the Atlantic; to the
Committee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Blennerhassett Lodge, No.
699, Brotherhood Railway Carmen of America, Parkersburg,
W. Va., relative to control of railroads by the Government; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE.

Frivay, February 7, 1919.

The Chaplain, Rev, Forrest J, Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, with the duties pressing upon us, with the divine
call ringing in our hearts for the advance of the interests of Thy
people, with the solemn sense of our responsibility to Thee and
to our fellow citizens, we begin the service of this day. As we
lift our hearts to Thee, as we open them to Thy presence, we pray.
Thee to fill us with Thy divine spirit that we may properly discern
between the right and the wrong, that we may lead as Thou
dost lead us, that we may commit ourselves and our Nation solely
to Thy purpose. For Christ's sake. Amen.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when on request of Mr. King and by unanimous
consent the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved,

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS.

Mr. SHERMAN. T present the credentials of Hon. Meprin
McCormick, duly elected by the people of the State of Illinois
a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1919,
which I ask to have read and placed on the files,

The credentials were read and ordered to be placed on the
files, as follows:

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES ©

This is to certify that on the 5th day of November, 1918, Hon, MEDILL -
McCorMICK was duly elected by the people of the State of Illinois a
Benator from sald Gtate to represent said State in the Benate of the
United States for the term gix years beginning on the 4th day of
March, 1819,

Witness : His excellency, our
seal hereto affixed at Bpringfield,

By the governor;
[sEAL.]

tghovernor Frank O, Lowden, and our
is Gth ds.y of February, A. D, 1919,
K 0. Lowpgx, Governor,

Lovis L. EMMERSON
Secretary of State.

TRIALS BY COURTS-MARTIAL (S, DOC. NO. 380),

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a communication from the Secretary of War, in response to a
Senate resolution, which will be inserted in the Recorp and -
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be

rinted.

. The communication is as follows:
WaR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, February 4, 1919.

The honorable the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sik: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Senate
resolution of January 27, 1919, which directs the Secretary of
War “ to send to the Senate the number of individuals who have
been tried and convicted by court-martial proceedings since our
entrance into the war, April 6, 1917, together with a brief state-
ment of the offense charged and the nature and extent of the
punishment inflicted upon or assessed against each,” .
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